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“with the American people, have felt the influence of his wisdétiv’and: patriotism. ssid 
~ When rulers, not ashamed to become sinners, have clogged, by their ignorané wicked- 


wc into perfect enthusiasm, and the cheers 


| DINNER TO MR R. WEBSTER. 

* af 4 . Da 
The t third calving direct ‘oath 3 to the aac in whose honor the g 

assemblage was convened, Mr. Breck, President of the Day, arose, and happily introduced i 


with the following remarks : ¢ or & beg ™ 
GentTLemEN :—I rise to propose a toast, expressive of the etl honor in which be 
we hold the illustrious Guest, whom we are assembled to welcome cause for felicitation ig 


to have this opportunity tg receive him, and to meet him at our festive board. =. 

In Philadelphia, we have long been accustomed to follow him, with umes attention, in i 
high vocation, in the legislative hall and ‘in the cabine d have always seen him there, exer- 
cising his great talents, for the true interests:of our wide-spread Republic. And wert common ® 


ness, the wheels of government, we have listened to his warning voice. “In those seasons of 
danger, he has been tous a living comforter ; and more ee once, has restored this nation to 


serenity, security, > and prosperity. 
In a career of more than thirty years of political agitation, he, with courageous constancy, 


unwavering integrity, and eminent ability, has carried out, as far as his bike could doe 
the true ds of the American system of government. 


jumerous public seryices 9 owe him much, and we open, our. grateful h hearts to him 
in a to him, with feelings of profound respect’ and warm” “affection, that we are 


rejoiced at his presence here, amid his Philadelphia friends—“Mis: faithful P iladelphia friends 
and admirers. 
I offer you the health of tea € ? 
Daniel We ster —The faithful Representative,'the’ able Dagpotetor, the fearless Statesman, the 
eloquent De' der of the Constitution: His patriotic services demand our is a ae 


nished honor is the Nation’s property.” 
xs, by the loud applauses of : a 
distin, guished Gvesz, the f 


8, s and wa en we, 
e : and honorable, Sai aiae well 
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Mr. Breck ole frequently obliged to pause in his re 
semblage; and when, i in concluding, he introduced | 
sting ° 


of the ladies, made the universal d 
deserved, and worthily given. — =e tt ae “h 
It was some minutgg. betas | his vo wie eral bo eben Mr. Webster spoke as 
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Itis my duty in the first place, to express the uncommon emotions which I feel, in rising to 
discyss important subjects in a presence, like that in the midst of which Iam. It has not been 
my fortune, heretofore, to enter upon such a duty as is now before me, while galleries like 
have been filled by an assemblage of the worth and beauty of the sex. Gentlemen, Ic e 


~ among you to address you as men of business of the city of Philadelphia, men engaged in the 


honorable pursuits-of private life, and having no other interest in the political events and oveur- 


 rences of the day, than as the course and acts of Government, affect life and liberty, property’ 
i “You.are merchants, you are therefore deeply concerned in the peace of the coun 
try; in whatever respects its commercial prosperity. You are manufacturers, mechanics, 


- 


sie 


artizans; you have an interest, therefore, in all those wise laws which protect capital and labor 
thus employed—all those laws which shed their benign influence over the industrial pursuits of 
uman life. You are hulders of city property—many of you are landholders in the country— 


~~ many of you are occupiers and cultivators of ‘your own land in the neighborhood: of the city. 


Finally, I know you are all Amer —you are all members of this great and glorious Repub- 
lic—bound to its destiny—partaking of all the happiness which its government is calculated to 
afford, and interested in every thing that respects its present prospects and its future renown. 
Iam honored, gentlemen, by an invitation to address such an assemblage of my fellow citi 
zens. I willsay that it is always agreeable to me to speak, and to think, upon great questions, 
respecting our political institutions—their progress and their results, in this city of Philadelphia. 
With no habits of public life, but such as have connected me with the Constitution of the United 
States—accustomed somewhat to study its history and its principles, and called upon now, for 
some years, to take a part in its administration, 80 far as the action of Congress is concerned, it 


is natural that I should look back to the origin of that Independence, from which the Constitu- 


tion sprung, and to the Constitution itself, out of which the Government, now established over 
us, arose. These reflections bring with them agreeable local associations. The Ind endence 
of our country was declared in yonder Hall, the Constitution was framed, also, within the 
same venerable walls ; and if one to whom that Declaration of Independence and that Constitu- 
tion are objects of the highest human regard enter that Hall, it is natural that he should gather 
around him, in imagination, the great men—the illustrious sages, who filled it on those succes- 
sive occasions. They are all gone to their graves. But they have left their works behind them, 
as imperishable memorials of their wisdom. (Loud applause.) 

The city of Philadelphia is, in all respects, much connected with the history of our country, 
(Applause.) She is, in all respects, interested in whatever affects the weal or woe of the Repub- 
lic. Her position along the line of the coast is central and important, her population is large, 
the occupations of her people various—she is the capital of the great State of Pennsylvania, not 


improperly called the “‘keysToNE” of the arch of this Union. (/Applause.) 


ace! some years ago, in aadeemning. 9 part? ngighhorhood.of this sity, 
é | what I believed and now believe, that, perhaps with the e sption of England, there is 
no spot upon the globe full of so much natural iches as the State of Pennsylvania. Gentlemen, 
she enjoys a mild and delightful climate, a rich and exuberant soil, one of the best in the world, 
with mineral wealth beyond calculation. I know no portion of the globe that can go beyond 
her in any just statement of natural advantages, and of productive power. Pennsylvania, too, 
gentlemen, is concerned in every interest that belongs to the country. On her eastern boundary 
ip the tide waters of the Atlantic- oT er western border she touches the great river 
“which carries, a. southward, ft aves raised beyond the Alleghenies, to the 
Gulf of Mexico, She is open to the Gulf on the south and west, and to the ocean on the east, 
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Her position is central, her population is numerous. If she chooses to say that she will conneet 
the navigable waters which flow into the Gulf, with the navigable waters of the Atlantic, she 
can do it, without trespassing on any stranger’s territory. ( Tremendous applause.) It is with her 
a family affair. Shc has made one line of communication, she can make another, and as many 
as she please, to wed the waters of the Ohio with those of the Atlantic. 

Gentlemen, I cannot help thinking that what Pennsylvania is, and that greater, which Penn-, 
sylvania is to be, is and will be greatly owing to the constitutional Government, under which we 
live. (Great applause.) 1 would not, with any idolatrous admiration, regard the Constitution 
of the United States, nor any other work of man; but, this side of idolatry, I hold itin pro- 
found respect. I believe that no human working on such a subject—no human ability exerted 
for such an end, has ever produced so much happiness, or holds out, now, to so many millions: 
of people the prospect, through such a succession of ages and ages, of so much happiness, as 
the Constitution of the United States. (Great applause.) We who are here for one generation _ 
—for a single life, and yet in our several stations and relations in society, entrusted, in some 
degree, with its protection and support—what duty does it devolve; what duty does it not do- 
volve upon us? ‘ 

Gentlemen, there were those in the country at the time the Constitution was adopted, that did 
not approve it. Some feared it fromm an excessive jealousy of power; others, for various causes, 
disliked ity The great majority~ofthe=people~of the United Statos, however, adopted it, and 
placed Wasuineron at the head of the first administration of the Government» (Loud applause.) 
This Constitution fairly expounded, justy interpreted, is the bond of our Union. Thosé*who 
opposed it were all bound, in honor and justice, to follow the example of Patrick Henry, who, — 
himself, opposed it, but who, when it had been adopted, took it in the fullness of its spirit, and 
to the highest extent of its honest interpretation. (Grea! opptouse ) It was not, then, fair for 
those who had opposed the adoption of the Constitution, to come in under it, afterwards, and at- 
tempt to fritter away its provisions, because they dislike them. 'The people had adopted the in- 
strument, as it stood, and they were bound by it, in its fair and full construction and interpreta- 
tion. (Applause. ) For the same reason, gentlemen, those called upon to exercise high functions 
under the Constitution, in our day, may think that they could have made a better one. It may 
be the misfortune of the age of our fathers, that they had not the intelligence of this age. 
(Laughter.) These persons may think that they could have made it much better,—that this 
thing and that, ought not to have been put in it, and, therefore, they will try to get them out of 
it. (Laughter.) That’s not fair. Every man that is called upon to administer the Constitution 
of the United States, or act under it in any respect, is bound, in honor, and fait and duty, to 
take it in its ordinary acceptation—to act upon it, as it was understood by those who framed it, 
and received by the people when they adopted it; and asit has been practised upon since, through 
all administrations of the Government. al 8 

It may have happened—! think it has happened, that instances have oceurred, in which the 
spirit of this instrument has been departed from ; in w ich, in effect, violations of that ni 
have taken place. What of that! Are we to abandon it on that account? ‘Are we to abandon 
it? Why, I should as soon think of abandoning my own father when ruflians attacked him! 
(Loud and long continued applause.) No! we are to rally around it with all our power and all: 
our force, determined to stand by it, or fall with it. What was the conduct of the great lov 
of liberty in the early periods of English history? They wrested froma reluctant apa 
King John, a Maena Cuarra. The Crown, afterwards, violated that Charter. What did they o 
do? They remonstrated, they resisted, they reasserted, they veinforced it—and that's whey wee 


are to do, gentlemen. (Tremendous applause.) o ‘ 

~ Gentlemen, I have never felt more interested, T may say, never so much ested, in the 
; 

course of my public life, as during some periods of the last session, ongress. I could not 


but persuade myself that we were in the midst of most imporianyévents. It was my purpose, 
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‘towards the close of the session to consider, with some care, the acts of Congress, and the 
course of the administration during that session, and to ‘express my opinions on them, in my 


place in the Senate. It so happened, however, that in the flecting hours of the last week of the 
session, no opportunity was offered; and I therefore announced a purpose of taking some oc- 
-easion before the public, of reviewing the acts of Congress, during the last session, and of mak- 
ing such comments upon them as, in my humble judgment, they deserved. This may bea 
proper occasion for fulfilling that duty (Great applawse.) But my purpose has been so long 
deferred, that it has been anticipated. Other commentators have arisen, more effective and au- 
thoritative than I, and they have given their comments upon the concuct of the last session of 


Congress, with an emphasis which must have penetrated the dullest perception. (Laughter and 


applause.) 
_ Gentlemen; the political events that have occurred in the country since the termination of the 


session, have impressed me with very profound feelings. The results of the elections, especi- 
ally in the central States on the Atlantic, while they have awakened new ‘hopes and new pros- 
pects, have been, nevertheless, of a nature to excite emotions far too deep, to be expressed in 
any evanescent glow of party feeling. It appears to me quite plain, that no such revolution of 

public opinion as we have now witnessed, has happened in this country, before, for nearly fifty 
“years. I may confine my remarks, in this respect, to those two great States, Pennsylvania and 
New York. (Applause.) ‘When has such a change of public sentiment been manifested, be- 
fore, in the State of Pennsylvania, since the great controversy of ’99 and 1800? At th t period, 
a very. strong political dispute was carried on in this city, as well as elsewhere throughout the 
State, of which controversy, the election between Governor McKean and Mr. Ross, was one 
part and one element. The former was elected, and:certain highly important political results 
followed. Since that time, no such an entire revolution of popular sentiment in regard to ques® 
tions connected with the General Government, as that witnessed within the last year, has taken 
place. I may say the same, in substance, I believe, of New York. Since the time of the great 
controversy in that: State, about the same period, I know of no change of sentiment in New 
York, of such magnitude, and which has taken every body so much by surprise. At the same 
time, it is quite manifest that these changes have not been produced by effort. The country has 
been calm, the public mind serene. There have been no mass meetings, no extraordinary efforts 
-of the press, no great attempts of any kind to influence men’s opinions. It seems to me that 
the most remarkable circumstance, qualifying the whole occurrence, is the spontaneous, self 
moved, conscientious conviction and feeling of the people, producing this great result, (Great 
vapplause.) 

Now, gentlemen, the question is, what is this revolution ? What is its character? For whom, 
cand against whom? For what, and against what? 

Gentlemen, I intend to perform the duty before me, this evening, without denunciation, with- 
-out vituperation : I intend to avoid, as far as possible, all reflections upon men, and all unjust 
reflections upon parties. But it does appear to me as clear as the light’ of noon day, that the 
revolution which has now taken place in the country, in public sentiment, is a revolution against 
‘the measures and the principles of this now existing adininistration. (Enthusiastic applause, 
which continued for several minutes.) Tt is against the manner in which this war with Mexico 
has been brought on. (Loud cries of “you'r right!” © yowr right P? and great applause.) It is 
against the ranivr of 1846. (Deafening applause) It is against that absurdity of all absurdi- 
ties—the suB-TREASURY BILL. (Roars of laughter.) ‘It is against the duplicate verozs. (Great 
applause.) 

Genulemen, the present administration is not regarded as the just representative, or the regular 
successor of any administration. (Laughter and cheers.) In its principles and in its measures, 
it certainly does not resemble the administration of General: Jackson or of Mr. Van Baren— 


-and God knows itresembles no other one. (Roars of laughter.) Now we must be jusi—wa 
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must be just to those who, in time past, haveliffered from us. We must, in some measute, 
forget the things which are beh ‘Ttake this to be the truth, 'that this administration has: 
adopted a system of its own, and measures of its own, and assumed a character of its own, dis- 
tinct and separate from what was the character of preceding administrations. 1 take it to be for 
that reason, that hundreds and thousands of our fellow-citizens in this State and in other States’ 
who were supporters of Gen. Jackson’s administration, and Mr. Van Buren’s administration, 


repudiate this administration. (Loud cheers.) 1 think, therefore, that this administration stands 


alone—I will not say in its glory, but certainly in its measures and its policy. I think it is cer-- 
tain, that the sober-minded and intelligent portion of the community who have, heretofore, sus- 
tained what has been called the Democratic party, have found that this administration of Mr. 
Polk either adopts new measures, not before known to the party, or has carried the sentiments 
of thé party, hitherto received and expressed, to such extremes, that it is impossible for honest 
and just men to follow it; and that, therefore, they have come out, laying aside the natural re~ 
luctance which men feel in acting against the party of their friends—they have come out, never- 
theless, and in order to manifest their disapprobation of the principles and measures of this ad- 
ministration, they haye flocked to the polls by thousands, and given plumpers to Whig candi- 
dates. (4pplause.) Now, are they right in this? Are they right in supposing that this admin- 
istration has adopted new doctrines, or carried old doctrines to extremes? Gentlemen, it is 


Ls bese as Aina Bahamian baie 
vident to me that they are right; tha' on questions of yital interest to these central 


* 
States, and to all the States, the principles and measures of the present administration are marked 


sha 
departures from the principles and measures of General Jackson. 

I will, with your permission and patience, gentlemen, illustrate this sentiment by one or two 
instances, beginning with that of the protective policy of the country. (Loud applause.) 

It seems to me almost too light a question to ask whether, in this respect, Young Hickory is- 
like Old Hickory. But itis agreat question to be put to the people of the United States, and 
which has been put, and which they have answered, whether the principles of the present ad- 
ministration, in regard to the protective policy of the country, are or are not, entire departures 
from the principles of Andrew Jackson. I say, they are. (Loud applause.) ‘ 

Gentlemen, I have not been an advocate of the policy of General Jackson. We all know 
that he was a man of decided and strong character. For one, I believe that in general, his 
wishes were all for the happiness and glory of the country. (Applause.) He thought, perhaps, 
that to establish that happiness and perfect that glory, it was incumbent on him to exert a little 
more power, than I believed the Constitution gave him. (Laughter and cheers.) But I never 
doubted that he meant well; and that while he sought to establish his. own glory and renown, 
he intended to connect them with the glory and renown of the whole country. 

Gentlemen, after the passage of what is called, or has been called, the Compromise Act of 33, 
no great agitation arose on the Tariff subject until the expiration, or near the expiration, of the 
period prescribed by that act. Within that time, Mr. Van Buren’s administration began, went 
through and terminated. The circumstances of the country, therefore, and the business pre- 
sented to the consideration of the President and Congress, did not call on Mr. Van Buren, du- 
ring his Presidency, to express an opinion in any particular, ox formal manner, respecting the 


policy of the country. 
But, I will now compare the opinions and principles of the present President of the United 
States, as expressed by him officially, with the principles and opinions of General Jackson, du- 


ring his Presidency, as expressed by himself, officially. I begin, gentlemen, by reading to 1 s 


what Mr. Polk says upon this subject of protection, at the last session of Congress, in his-mes- 


sage, being his first annual message—and here-it is. It will require some attenti i rom you, 
gentlemen. I hope you will not think me presuming too much upon Jor ence. (Cries of 


“No, no ! go on.” 
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fear, then, what Mr. Polk says in his message of last December, on the opening of Con- 


press: 

_ The object of imposing duties on imports, should be to raise revenue to pay the necessary 
expenses of Government. Congress may, undoubtedly, in the exercise of a sound discretion, 
discriminate in arranging the rates of duty on different articles ; but the discriminations. should 
‘be within the revenue standard, and be made with a view to raise money for the support of 
“Government. 

“If Congress levy a duty for revenue, of one per cent. on a given article, it will produce a 
‘given amount of money to the Treasury, and will incidentally and necessarily, afford protection 
or advantage to the amount of one per cent. to the home manufacturer of a similar or like article 
~over the importer. If the duty be raised to ten per cent., it will produce a greater amount of 
money, and afford greater protection. If it be raised to twenty, twenty-five or thirty per 
cent., and if, as it is raised, the revenue derived from ic is found to be increased, the protection 
-and advantage will also be increased; butif it be raised to. thirty-one per cent., and it is found 
that the revenue produced at that rate, is less than at the rate of thirty, it ceases to be revenue 
duty. The precise point in the ascending scale of duties, at which it is ascertained from expe- 
rience, that the revenue is greatest, is the maximum rate of duty which can be laid for the bona 
fide purpose of collecting money for the support of the Government.” 


Now, gentlemen, there are those who find difficulty in understanding, exactly, what Mr. Polk 
means by the “ Revenue Standard.” Perhaps, this is not entirely plain. But one thing is clear, 
whatever else he may or may not mean, he means to be against all protection. He means that 
the sole and exclusive object to be regarded by the legislator, in imposing duties on imports, is 


te 


to obtain money for the revenue. That is to be the single and entire object. Hes s, truly, 
that ifa duty be laid on an imported article, an incidental benefit may accrue to the producer of 
a like article, at home. But, then, this is incidental ; it is altogether adventitious—an accident, 
a collateral or consequential result. It is: not a matter to be taken into the view of the law- 
makers. It is to form no pavt of their purpose, in framing or passing the law. ‘That purpose 
is to be confined altogether, to the inquiry after that ‘‘ maximum rate of duty, which can be laid 
for the bona fide purpose of collecting money for the support of the Government.” 

This is his doctrine, as plain as words can make it. It is to lay such duties as may be most 
beneficial to revenue, and nothing but revenue ; and if, in raising a revenue duty, it shall happen 
that domestic manufactures are protected, why that’s all very well. But the protection of do- 
mestic manufactures, is not to be any object of concern, nor to furnish any motive, to those who 
make the law. I think I have not misrepresented Mr. Polk. I think his meaning is sufficiently 
plain, and is precisely as I state it. Indeed I have given you his own words. He would not, 
himself, deny the meaning of his words, as 1 have stated. He is for laying taxes for revenue, 
and for revenue alone ; just as if there was no iron manufacturers, or other manufacturers, in the 
United States. This is the doctrine of Mr. Polk. ; 

Now, was this General Jackson’s doctrine? Was it ever his doctrine? Let us see. I read 
‘you an extract from General Jackson’s first message. He says: 


“The general rule to be applied in graduating the duties upon articles of foreign growth or 
manufacture, is that which wil place our own in fair competition with those of other countries ; 
and the inducements to, advance even a step beyond this point, are controlling, in regard to those 
articles which are of primary necessity in time of war.” 


What is this doctrine? Doesit not say, in so many words that, m imposing duties upon articles 
of foreign manufactures, it is the business of the framers of the law to lay such duties, and to 
Jay them in such a way, as shall give our own producers a fair competition against the foreign 
producer. (Applause.) And does net General Jackson go further, and say—(and you, Penn- 
sylvanians, from here to Pittsburg, and all you workers in iron and owners of iron mines, may 
consider it)—dloes he not go further and say that, in regard to articles of primary importance, 
in time of war, we are under controlling reasons for going a step farther, and putting down for- 
eign competition. (Applause.) Now, I submit to you, gentlemen, instead of putting down for- 
eign competition, is not the Tariff of 1946, calculated to put down our own competition. (Laugh- 
ger and cheers.) ) 

But I will read to you, gentlemen, an extract from General Jackson's second message, which, 
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in my opinion, ndvances the true doctrine—the true American constitutional rule and principle, 
fully, clearly, admirably. 


‘The power to impose duties on imports, originally belonged to the several States.; the right 
to adjust those duties, with the view to the encouragement of domestic branches cf industry, is So com- 
prmgrt identical with that power, that it is difficult to suppose the existence of the one without 
the other. 

“The States have delegated their whole authority over imports to the General Government 
without imitation or restriction, saving the very inconsiderable reservation, relating to their in- 
spection laws. This authority having thus entirely passed from the States, the right to exercise 
it for the purpose of protection, does not exist in them, and consequently, if it be not possessed 
by the General Government, it must be extinct. Our political system would thus present the 
aiomaly of a people stripped of the right to foster their own industry, and to contract the most 
selfish and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. 

“ This, surely, cannot be the case; this indispensable power thus surrendered by the States, 
must ke within the scope of the authority on the subject expressly delegated to Congress. 

“In this conclusion | am confirmed, as well by the opinions of Presidents Washington, Jef- 
ferson, Madison and Monroe, who have, each, repeatedly recommended the exercise of this 
right, under the Constitution, as by the uniform practice of Congress, the continued acquiescence 
of the States, and the gencral understanding of the people.” 


It appears to me, gentlemen, that these extracts from General Jackson’s messages read very 
differently from the extracts from President Polk’s message, at the opening of the last session of 
eress, which T have quoted. “Ythink that" his notion of a revenue standard—if President 

s any thing by it, beyond this, that it is the sole business of this Government to ob- 
ach money as it needs, and to obtain it in the best way it can ; if he means to say that 
there is any other object belonging to the revenue standard, which is yet incidental, which may 
or may not happen,.all is visionary, vague, ideal ; and when touched by the principles announced 
by General Jackson, explode like gun-cotton. (.Zpplause.) You perceive, gentlemen, that in 
this Message to Congress, General Jackson addressed himself directly to the object. He says, 
in raising revenues, consider that your duty is so to arrange duties on imports, as to ive to the 
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manufacturer of the country a fair competition, and, in certain articles, to suppress foreign com- 
pitition. There is an object, a purpose, a motive in protection and for protection, and it is not 
12 to the cabalistic word, ** incidental.” 

Ihave said that I believe, that the people of this country see the difference between the prin- 
ciples of General Jackson and the principles of this administration, on the great subject of pro- 
tection, and I have endeavored to present that difference, plainly, and in the very words of each: 
T think they see the difference, also, upon other important subjects. . 

Now it happened in the course of General Jackson’s administration, in very excited times, 
that he negatived the Maysville Road Bill, one Harbor Bill, and many other bills ; but I think 
that the people of western New York, of Pennsylvania, of Michigan, even of Indiana and Illinois, 
and all the West and Southwest, think they see, in the exercise of the vero power, by the pre- 
sent President, in regard to the Harbor Bill, of the late session, an opposition to works of this 
kind, stronger, broader, and carried to a far greater extent than General Jackson ever sanction- 
ed. © More of this presently ; but in the next place, the war—the war claims our attention. Tam 
accustomed to mix so far as 1am able, and as my circumstances will allow, with men of all 


~ glasses and conditions in life ; men of ‘various political opinions ; and your avocations and con~ 


cerns in life, will have led you to do the same ; and I now ask you, if you ever found a sensible: 
and reasonable man, who ever said to you, that he believed, that if General Jackson or Mr. Van 


Buren had been at the head of the Government, we should have had this Mexican ware” 
(Cheers. ) I have found none such. Why, we all know, gentlemen, that the President=t have 


not to settle questions of greater or less worth, or the peculiar claims between-géntlemen of a 
party to which I do not, belong—but we all know the fact, that Mr. Polk came intooffice against 
Mr. Van Buren. That he came in on the Texas interest, and for a Texas purpose ; and we all 
know that Texas and Texas purposes, have led on to this war. (Applause.) Therefore I say, 
I know no man of intelligence and sound judgment, who believes that if the Baltimore Conven- 


» 


9 
tion had nominated, and the people elected, Mr. Van Lyyen to the Progilency, ¥ we should now 
have. on hand a Mexican war. 

The purpose of these remarks has been to show you, gentlemen, what I consider to have 
been the causes of the great change which has taken place in public opinion, itself; and it is 
vain for any body to say, that any local causes here, or local causes there, have brought about 
this result. ‘That anti-rentism in New York and some other ism in Pennsylvania, have produced 
such important consequences, it is folly to say; there is nothing atallin it. (Langhter.) The 
test is this: Do you say that questions of State policy, or State elections only have influenced 
this result? If you say so, then look at the elections for members of Congress. Members of 
Congress have nothing to do with these State questions ; and the truth,is, that elections of mem- 
bers of Congress, in this State and in New York, have been carried by larger majorities than any 
other elections. (Cheers.) ‘These elections have been govérned mainly by questions of national 
policy. There were counties in New York, in which anti-rentism had nothing todo. There 
were others in which anti-rent influence was as much on one side as the other. But take the 
test, even in regard to them. I find it stated, and I believe correctly, that Mr. Fish, the Whig 
candidate for Lieutenant Governor, a most respectable and honorable man—but certainly not a 
supporter of those who call themselves in favor of anti-rent doctrine—I find 11 stated, that he 
obtained more votes for the office of Lieutenant Governor, than Mr. Wright received as the 
Democratic candidate for Governor. That flattering unction, therefore, gentlemen cannot lay 
to themselves. There is, therefore, no getting over the result of the popular election, nor getting 


beyond it, or getting around it, or behind it ; nor doing any thing with it, but acknowledging it 


to be the expression of public opinion, against the measures of the present Administration. 

I' proceed to make some remarks upon the occurrences of the session, connected with the 
previous course of the Administration, since Mr, Polk assumed the office of President. 

The question respecting the territory of Oregon is a settled question, and all are glad that it is 
so. Iam not about to disturb it, nor do I wish to revive discussions connected with it; but in 
two or three particulars, it is worth while to make some remarks upon it. + 

By the Treaty of Washington, of 1842, all questions subsisting between the United States 
and England, were settled and adjusted, with the exception of the Oregon controversy. (Tre- 
mendous cheers.) I must beg pardon, gentlemen, for the allusion. I did not mean by any allu- 
sion, of that sort, to give occasion for any expression of public feeling in connexion with my 
own services. (Renewed applause.) The Oregon question remained; and it is worthy of re- 
mark, that its importance, and the intensity with which it was pressed upon the people of the 
United States, grew greater, when every other subject of dispute had ceased. 

I do not mention it as a matter of reproach, at all—for I hold every man, especially every 
man in public life, to have an undoubted right to the expression of his own opinion, and to 
discharge his own duty according to the dictates of his own conscience; but I hope it may not 
be out of place to say that, upon his accession to the Presidential office, it pleased the President 
of the United States to entrust the duties of the State Department, which has charge of our 
foreign relations, and pending this Oregon controversy, to the hands of a distinguished gentle- 
man, who was one of the few, who opposed—and he did oppose with great zeal and all his 
ability—the whole settlement of 1842. 

The Baltimore Convention assembled in May, 1844. One of its prominent ¢ proceedings, was 
the sentiment which it expressed respecting our title to Oregon. It passed a resolution in these 
memorable words: 

< Resolved, That our title to the whole of the Territory of Oregon, is clear and unquestion- 
able; that no part of the same ought to be ceded to England, or any other Power.” 

Mr. Polk, in his Inaugural Address, makes the same declaration, in the very same words, 
-with marks of quotation, as if in acknowledgment of the authority of the Convention. Mr. 
Buchanan, by direction of the President, repeats the declaration in his letter to Mr. Packen- 
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ham, of the 30th of August, 1845; and the Pfesident, in his Message to Congress, last December, 
having made some apology for entering into a negotiation, on the basis of former offers of this” 
Government, informs them, that our title to the whole of Oregon had been asserted arid main- 
tained, as was believed, by irrefragable facts and arguments. And through all the debates, in 
the two Houses, on all occasions, down to the day of the Treaty, our right to the whole Terri- 
tory was pronounced “clear and unquestionable.” 

In and out of Congress, the universal echo was that, ‘our title to the whole of Oregon was 
clear and uxquestionable.” (Roars of laughter.) The Baltimore Resolutions, in sentiment and 
in words, ran through all documents, all speeches, and all newspapers. If you knew what the 
Baltimore Convention had said, you knew what all those who were attached to the party had 
said, would say, might have said, or could, would, or should say. (Laughler.) 

I remember, gentlemen, that when I was at school, I felt exceedingly obliged to Homer’s 
messengers for the exact literal fidelity with which they delivered their messages. 

The seven or eight lines of good Homeric Greek, in which they had. received the commande 
of Agamemnon or Achilles, they recited to whomsoever the message was to be carried; and 
as they repeated them verbatim, it saved me the trouble of learning so much more Greek. 
(Laughter.) 

Any body who attended the Baltimore Convention, and heard this Resolution would, in like 
manner, be familiar with what was to come, and prepared to hear again of “ our clear and un- 
questionable title.”’ ‘ 

Nevertheless, gentlemen, the clearness of the title was a good deal questioned by a distin-- 
guished gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Brnron,) and the end was, I think, a just and satisfac- 
tory settlement of the question by division of the Territory ; forty-nine carrying it against fifty- 
four-forty. (Loud cheers.) Now, gentlemen, the remarkable characteristic of the settlement of 
this Oregon question, by treaty, is this. In the general operation of Government, treaties are 
negotiated by the President and ratified by the Senate; but here is the reverse—here is a treaty 
negotiateal by the Senate, and only agreed to by the President. (Laughter.) In August, 1845, 
all effort of the Administration to settle the Oregon question, by negotiation, had come to an 
end; and I am not aware that, from that day to the absolute signature of the treaty, the Admi- 
nistration, or its agents at home, or its agents abroad, did the least thing upon earth to advance 
the negotiation towards settlement in any shape, one single step; and if it had stood where they 
left it, it would have remained unsettled at this moment. But it was settled. The discussions 
in Congress, the discussions on the other side of the water, the general sense of the community, 
all protested against the iniquity of two of the greatest nations of modern times, rushing into 
war and shedding Christian blood, in such a controversy. All enforced the conviction that it 
was a question to be settled by an equitable and fair consideration—and it was settled. (Loud 
applause.) And that being settled, there is only one other topic connécted with this subject, 
upon which I will detain you with any remarks. I would not do this, if I did not think the: 
honor of the country somewhat concerned, and if I did not desire to express my own dissatis~ 
faction with the course of the Administration. "What I refer to is the repeated refusal, on the 
part of the Administration, to submit this question to honorable, fair arbitration. After the: 
United States Government had withdrawn all its offers, and the case stood open, the British 
Minister, at Washington, by order of his Government, offered arbitration. 

On the 27th December, 1845, Mr. Packenham wrote to Mr. Buchanan, as follows, viz: 


“ An attentive consideration of the present state of affairs, with reference to the Oregon ques- 
‘tion, has determined the British Government to instruct the undersigned, her Britannic Majes- 
ty’s Envoy, &c., again to represent, in pressing terms, to the Government of the United States, 

e expediency of referring the whole question of an equitable division of that Territory, to the: 
arbitration of some friendly Sovereign or State. 

“ Her Majesty’s Government deeply regret the failure of all their efforts to effect a friendly 
settlement of the conflicting claims, by direct negotiation between the two Governments. 

They are still persuaded that great advantages would have resulted to both parties, from 
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gee. me 
$a pele of settlement, had it been practicable ; but there are difficulties, now, in the way, 
“41 that course of procceding, which it might be tedious to remove, while the importance of an 
early settlement seems to become, at cach moment, more urgent. 
_ “Under these circumstances, her Majesty’s Government think that a resort to arbitration, is 
the most prudent and, perhaps, the only feasible step which could be taken, and the best calcu- 
lated to allay the existing effervescence of popular feeling,” &c., &c. ; 


To this, Mr. Buchanan replied on the 3d January, 1846, that— ; 

“ This proposition assumes the fact, that the title of Great Britain to a portion of the Terri- 
tory, is valid, and thus takes for granted the very question in dispute. Under this proposition, 
the very terms of the submission, would contain an express acknowledgment of the right of 
Great Britain to a portion of the Territory, and would necessarily preclude the United States 
from claiming the whole, before the arbitration, and this too in the face of the President’s asser- 
tion of the 30th of August, 1845, made in the most solemn manner, of the title of the United 
States to the whole Territory. This, alone, (Mr. Buchanan remarks,) would be deemed suffi- 
cient reason for declining the proposition.” 

To remove this difficulty, Mr. Packenham, on the 16th of January, 1846, addressed Mr. Bu- 
chanan, to inquire “‘ whether, supposing the British Government to entertain no objection to 
such a course, it would suit the views of the United States Government to refer to arbitration, 

not, (as has already been proposed) the question of an equitable partition of the Territory; but 
the question of title in either of the two powers to the whole Territory ; subject, of course, to 
the condition, that if neither should be found, in the opinion of the arbitrator, to possess a com- 
plete title to the whole Territory, there should, in that case, be assigned to cach that portion, 
which would, in the opinion of the arbitrating power, be called for by a just appreciation of the 
respective claims of each.” ag 

_ Mr. Packenham proposed a reference to some friendly Sovereign or State, or “ to a mixed 
commission with an umpire appointed by common consent; or, to a Board composed of the 
most distinguished civilians and jurists, of the time, appointed in such a manner as shall bring 
all pending questions to the decisions of the most enlightened, impartial and independent minds.” 

This proposition, also, Mr. Buchanan, in a note of the 4th of February, declines; and for 
thus refusing it, he says one reason was alone conclusive on the mind of the President, and that 
was, ‘‘that he does not believe the territorial rights of this nation to be a proper subject of ar- 
bitration.” 

Now, sir, how is this? What sort of new doctrine is here advanced? Why, sir, I take it, that 
»eyery question of boundary is a question of territory—and I take it from the origin of our Goy- 
ernment, from General Washington’s time, under all successive administrations down to the pre- 
sent time, we have been in the habit of referring questions of boundary to arbitration. The East- 
ern questions, in General Washington’s time, were referred to arbitration. Each Government 
appointed two Commissioners; these four agreed upon a fifth; or if they could not agree, he was 
selected by lot, and the Government remained bound by it from that day to this. This reference 

of disputed boundaries to some form of arbitration, has received the sanction of ‘Washington, 
Jefferson, Madison, Jackson and Van Buren, and has always been sanctioned by the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and people. Now comes. President Polk and says that, no question 
-of territory ought to be referred to any arbitration, whatever, however constituted. Well, what 
does this lead to? How are disputes between different Governments to be settled? Yes—there’s 
the infirmity of human nature. Two Governments, like two men, do not see their respective 
rights, in the same light. Is there no way to adjust this dispute, but to draw the sword? Who 
does not see that this doctrine leads directly to maintain the rights of the strongest? ( Cheers.) 
Why, let us suppose a question of boundary between Russia and Sweden. 'There’s a dispute 
about a boundary, or about national territory, which is the same thing. The parties cannot 
sagree—His Majesty the Emperor of all the Russias, holds his right to the disputed territory to 
‘be clear and unquestionable. Sweden doubts it—she argues the question—she puts forth her 
own claim. But the Emperor is an inflexible fifty-four-forty man, and still insists that his right 
‘is clear and unquestionable. Swedén then proposes arbitration, either to some friendly Sovereign, 
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or toa Board of intelligent, independent, and distinguished private individuals. She offers to 
bring the matter, for decision, before the most enlightened minds of the times. But His Majesty 
is of opinion, that a question of territory is not to be made the subject of arbitration—and what 
then remains to the weaker power, but submission or hopeless war? 

Do not all perceive, that sentiments like these, lead only to establish the power of the strong- 
est? That they withdraw public questions, between nations, from all the jurisdiction of Justice, 
and all the authority of right; from the control of enlightened opinion, and the general judgment 
of mankind, and leave them entirely to the decision of the longest sword. Ido not think this 
correspondence has raised the character of the United States, in the estimate of the civilized 
world. This spirit does not partake of the general spirit of the age. It is at war with that spirit, 
as much as it is at war with all our own history, from 1789 to the present day. The sense of 
modern times, the law of humanity, the honor of civilized States, and the authority of religion— 
all require, that controversies of this sort, which cannot be adjusted by the parties, themselves, 
should be referred to the decision of some intelligent and impartial tribunal. And now, that 
none can doubt our ability and power to defend and maintain our own rights, I wish that there 
should be as little doubt of our justice and moderation. : 

The remaining topic, and it is one of vast interest, connected with our foreign relations, is the 


“present war with Mexico. As that is an existing war-~and as what we all say, in or out of Con- 


gress, will of course be heard or read, if thought worthy of being read, in Mexico, as well as in 
the United States, I wish, for one, to speak with caution and care, as well as with candor, in 
every thing respecting it. Nevertheless there are some opinions connected with the history of” 
this case, which I sincerely entertain and which I mustavow. Now, gentlemen, allow me to go 
back and bring up in short the history of the whole case. ‘Texas achieved her independence of 
Mexico unexpectedly, by bravery and good fortune, displayed and obtained in a single battle. 
Texas threw off the dominion of Mexico, and for many years maintained a government of her- 
own. That government was acknowledged by the Government of this country, and by the 
Governments of Europe. Mexico, nevertheless, did not acknowledge the independence of Texas.. 


~ At the same time she made no effort to re-subjugate, or re-annex the Territory to herself. In- 


this condition things remained for many years. 

Tere I am reminded of a very strange state of diplomatic things which existed in Washingtom 
not long ago, growing out of these successive revolutions which have taken place in the world 
during the last thirty or forty years. There was at Washington a representative of Texas, but 
Texas was not acknowledged by Mexico. There was a representative of Mexico, but Mexico. 
was not recognised by Old Spain. There was a minister from Old Spain, but the present Dy- 
nasty of Spain was not recognised by Russia; and there was a minister of Russia—all recognised 
by the Government of the United States. . 

Now I am not about to go into aghistory of the annexation of Texas. I do not wish to revert 
to that. Ihave to say, however, that according to my view of the case, the objections which 
were urged, and properly urged against the annexation of Texas, had no great relation to any 
claim of Mexico. They were, first, That the annexation of Texas, was not a fair exercise of 
constitutional power. I thought so—others thought so—but a majority in the counsels of the 
country overruled the objection. Second, That we had already territory enough, and that there: 
was some degree of danger in extending our territory further than it was already extended; but 
in the third place—and this was insurmountable in my judgment—that the annexation of Texas 
was to bring under the control of our Government, and make part of this Union, acountry which 
was then free from Slavery, but which when annexed would become subject to slave population 


_ and slaye representation. (Cheers.) That objection was insurmountable in my mind, and would 


be so at all times, under all circumstances, and in all like cases. (Applause. ) 
In the fourth place, it was evident, and so was urged, and urged in Congress again and again 
. . . . . » 
that the annexation of Texas might lead to a war with Mexico. These are the four grounds: 
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_ upon which the annexation of Texas was opposed by those who did oppose it. Now, gentle 


men, there is not a man in the country who thinks less respectfully than I do of the Mexican 
Government. 

Unhappy, unfortunate, miserable, Mexico, has nothing, and has had nothing that deserved to 
be called a government. When she broke off the yoke of Spain, and proclaimed herself disposed 
to follow the example of the United States, and uttered the name of Washington with respect-- 


-professed to cherish free principles, a representative government, trial by jury, security of per- 


sonal property—why, we all hailed her, and wished her well. But unfortunately the result has 
been, that she has had no true representative government—has had no government under the in- 
fluence of representative principles. All her Presidents from time to time have been men created 


‘through the pronwnciamentos of the military—a fortunate general of to-day, supersedes him who 


was fortunate yesterday, and is unfortunate to-day. One military man seizes the government, 
and obtains what he can from the people, and uses it in maintaining an army—another man to- 


“morrow, makes another seizure of public or private property, and supersedes his predecessor. 


Meantime the people are the victims. “ Quiequid delirant reges, plectunter Achivi.”? It has 
been one of the most irregular and bad governments in my judgment that has ever existed upon 
th face of the earth. But the annexation was completed. ‘The western boundary was a matter 
-about which disputes existed or must arise. There was as between usand Mexico, asthere had 
between Texas and Mexico, no ascertained and acknowledged western boundary. 

This was the state of things after the annexation of Texas, and when the President began 
military movements in that direction. .Now, gentlemen, that I may misrepresent nobody, and 
say nothing which has not been clearly proved by official evidence, I will proceed to state to you 
three propositions, which, in my opinion, are fairly maintainable by the correspondence of the 
Government in its various branches and departments, as officially communicated to Congress. 

Ist. That the President directed the occupation of a territory by force of arms, to which the 
United States had no ascertained title; a territory which, if claimed by the United States, was 
also claimed by Mexico, and was at the time in her actual occupation and possession. 

The Texan Convention was to assemble July 4th, 1845, to pass the annexation. Before this 
date, to wit, on the 28th of May, General Taylor was ordered to move towards Texas; and on 
the 15th of June, he was instructed by a letter from Mr. Bancroft to enter Texas, and ‘concentrate 
his forces on its ‘‘western boundary,” and to select and occupy a position “on or near the Rio 


“Grande,” to protect what, in the event of annexation, will be owr western border.” 


That the United States had no ascertained title to the territory, appears from Mr. Marcy’s let- 
ter to General Taylor of July 30th, 1845. General Taylor is there informed that what he is to 
“Coccupy, defend, and protect,” is “ the territory of Texas, to the extent that it has been occupied 
by the people of Texas.” It appears in the despatch last quoted, that this territory had been occu- 
pied by Mexico. 

Mr. Marcy goes on to stay: “ The Rio Grande is claimed to be the boundary between the two 
countries, and up to this boundary, you are to extend your protection, only excepting any posts on 
the eastern side thereof which are in the actual occupancy of Mexican forces, or Mexican settle- 
ments over which the Republic of Texas did not exercise jurisdiction at the period of annexation, 
or shortly before that event.” 

This makes it perfectly clear, that the United States had no ascertained title (and no apparent 
title) to this territory; for it admits that Texas only made a claim to it, Mexico having an ad- 
verse claim, and having also actual possession. 

2nd. That as early as July 1845, the President knew as well as others acquainted wih the 
“abject, that this territory was in the actual possession of Mexico ; that it contained Mexican 
S€ements, over which Texas had not exercised jurisdiction, wp to the time of annexation. 

Ombhe 8th of J uly, the Secretary of War wrote to General Taylor, that This Department is 
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ign as " haa Nags, 
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og that Mexigo fick some Military Establishments on: the east: side sof te Bio So 
whic 


are and for some time have been in the actual oveupancy ‘of her troops.” 
~~ On the 30th of July, the Secretary wrote as already mentioned, directing General Taylort0 
except from his protection “any posts on the eastern side thereof,” (of the Rio Grande) which 
are in the actual occupancy of Mexican forces, or Mexican settlements over which the Republic 
of Texas did not exercise jurisdiction at the period of annexation, or shortly before that event. 

It manifestly appears to have been the intention of the President, from the 28th of May, down 
to the consummation of his purpose to take possession of ‘this territory by force of arms, how- 
ever unwilling Mexico might be to yield it, or whatever might turn out on examination to be-her 
right to retain it. 

He intended to extinguish the Mexican title by force ; otherwise his acts and instructions are 
inexplicable. 

The Government set up and affirmed from the first that the Rio Grande was the Western 
boundary of Texas as appears from the letters to General Taylor of the i of May and 15th 
June, 1845. 

On the 15th of June, General Taylor was instructed to take such a position ‘on-or near the 
Rio Grande” as “ will be best is repel invasion, and protect. what in the event of annexdtion 
will be our ‘Wes stern: | 2? In accordance herewith, there are, also, the instructions of 
July,30th, to which T have Senay referred. 

On the 6th of August, the Secretary wrote to General Teylor, se Saagh a state of war with 
‘Mexico, or an invasion of Texas by her forces may not take place, it is, nevertheless, deemed. 
proper and necessary, that-your force should be fully equal to meet with certainty of success, 
any crisis which may arise in Texas, and which would require you by force of armsto carry out 
the instructions of the Government.” He is then, in the same letter, authorized to procure. volun- 
teers for Texas,” &e. 

On the 23d of August, the Secretary instructed General Taylor thus: “Should: Mexico as- 
semble a large body of troops dn the Rio Grande, and cross it with a considerable force, such a 
movement must be regarded as an invasion of the United States, and the commencement of hos- 
tilities.”’” He is then instructed how to assemble a large force,” &e., &e. 

On the 30th of August he was instructed, in case any Mexican force crossed the Rio Grande, 
“to drive all Mexican troops beyond it;” that any attempt, by the Mexicans, to cross the river 
with a considerable force, would be regarded as an invasion ; and that on such,an event, name- 


_ly—in case of war, either declared or made manifest by hostile acts,” he was not to. confine 


his action within the territory of Texas. 

On the 16th of October, the Secretary wrote that, “ The information which we have here, ren- 
ders it probable that no serious attempts will, at present, be made by Mexico to invade Texas.”” But is 
instructed to hold the country between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. 
~ Previous instructions wil! have put you in possession of the views of the Government of 
the United States, not only as to the extent of its territorial claims, but of its determination. to 
assert them.” 

He is instructed to put his troops into winter quarters, accordingly, as near the Rio Grande 
as circumstances will permit. Up to this time and to the 11th of March, 1846, General Taylor 
was at Corpus Christi. The open and decided step was taken on the 13th of January; on that 


day the Secretary at War directed General Taylor to march to the Rio Grande, and to take up 
— opposite Matamoras. In so doing he is instructed, in case Mexico should declags 


or assume any open act of hostility, not to act merely-on the defensive. 
hout the correspondence, it is plain that the intention was to extinguish the Mopip® 
_ title to this territory by armed occupation ; and the instructions are explicit, to treat eyery.25~ 
sertion-of title or movement’on the part of Mexico, as an act of hostility, and to Paes syeord~_ 
ifgly and resist it. 


> 


| Taylor understood the ins! 
: arch, thirty miles from Matamoras, at a stream. called the. : 

‘olc s met by a party of Mexicans, whose commanding officer informed him that if 
atcmpsidic stream it would be deemed a declaration of war, and put into his hand a copy, of, 
General ‘Mejias’jproclamation to,thateffect, 

General Taylor put his forces in orderof bate, crossed the stream and caakika on—the Mex, 
ieans retreating. 

Hé arrived on the Rio Grande; opposite Matarocas, on the 29th of Mareh, % 

Let me now ask your attention to an extract of a letter from Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Slidell, of 
January 20th, 1846. In this letter, Mr. Buchanan says: R 


“In the mean time the President, in anticipation of the final refusal of the Mexican Govern- 
ment to receivesyou, has ordered the army of Texas to advance and take position on t 
bank of the Rio Grande ; and has directed that a strong fleet shall be immediately assemble 
the Gulf of Mexico. He will thus be prepared to act with vigor and promptitude, the moment 
that Congress shall give him the authority.” 


Now, if by this advance of troops; possession would be taken on the extreme line claimed by 
us, what further vigorous action did the President expect Congress to authorize? Did he expect 
Congress to make a general declaration of war? Congress was. the n in session. Why not 
consult it? Why take a step, not made necessary by any pressing ‘danger, and which might 
naturally lead to war, without requiring the authority of Congress in adv: ce? With Congress.’ 
is the power of peace and war ; to anticipate its decision, by the adoption of measures leading 
to war, is nothing less than an Executive interference with Legislative power. Nothing but’ 
the necessity of self-defence, could justify the sending of troops into a territory, claimed and 
oceupied by a Power, with which, at that time, no war existed. And there was, I think, io 
case of such necessity of self-defence. 7 


Mr. Slidell replied to Mr. Buchanan on the 17th of February, saying : “the nada of Gen- 
eral Taylor’s force, to the left hank of the Rio Grande, and the streng our squadron in- 
the Gulf, are wise measures, which may exercise a salutary; influence upon the course of this, 
Government.” 


The army was thus ordered to the extreme limits of our claim; to our utmost boundary, as 
asserted by ourselves; and here it was to be prepared to act further, and to act with promptitude 
and vigor. 

Now, it is.a very significant inquiry—did the President mean by this, to bring on, or to run 
the risk of bringing on,.a general war? Did he expect to be authorized by Congress to prose- 
cute a general war of invasion and acquisition? I repeat the question, why not take the opinion 
of Congress, it then being in session, before any war-like moyement was made? 

Mr. Buchanan’s letter is of the 20th of January. The instructions to march to the Rio 
Grandc had been given on the 13th. Congress was in session, all this time, in the City of 
Washington ; and why should, and why did, the Executive take an important step, not necessary 
for self-defence, and leading to immediate war, without the authority of Congress? This is a 
grave question, and well deserves an answer. 

. Allow me to repeat, for it is matter of history, that before and at the time when these troops 
were ordered to the left bank of the Rio Grande, there was no danger of i invasion by Mexico, or 
apprehension of hostilities by her. 

This is perfectly evident from General Taylor’s letters to the Government, through the pre- 
ceding summer; and down to the time the orders were given, 

I now refer to these letters : 

On the 15th of August, General Taylor writes: ‘‘In regard to the force at other points ¢ on i 
Rio Grande, except the militia of the country, I have no information; nor do I hear that, th 
reported concentration at Matamoras is for any purpose of inyasion,” 

On the 20th of August, he says: “Caravans of traders arrive, occasionally, from the Rio 
Gran but bring no news of importance. They represent that there are no regular troops on 


tions: of his Government, it may be. ob- : 
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Hi a a Melaieatls and ed ke aware of any 
of the river.” ' * on 
On the cre mber, he writes thus: ey have the honor to t 
“agent, despatelied some days since to Matamoras, seemed and pa that no extraordi«. 


= 
nary preparations are going forward there; that the garrison does not s to have been in-. 
creased, and that our consul is of opinion there will declaration of war.” tg, 


On the 11th of October, he says :— ; gs i 


“ Recent arrivals from the Rio Grande bring no few or information of a different aspect from 
that which I reported in my last.. The views “expressed i in previous communications relative to 
the pacific disposition of the border people on both sides of the river are continually confirmed.” 


_ This was the last despatch, I presume, received by the War Department, before giving the 
r of January 13th, for the march of the army. 
pa . month after the order of march had been given, all General Taylor’s previous accounts 
ae confirmed by him. 
02 the 16th of February, he thus writes to the Adjutant General at Washington :— 


any reports. will doubtless reach the department, giving exaggerated accounts of Mexican 

ia rations to resist our advance, if not indeed to attempt an invasion of 'Texas. Such re-' 
ports have been circulated even at this place, and owe their origin to personal interests connected 
with the stay of the army here. I trust that they will receive no attention at the War Depart- 
ment. From the best in ormation I am able to arian and which I deem as authentic as any, I 
pe not believe that our advance to the banks of the Rio Grande will be resisted. The army,’ 
for a state of hostilities, should they unfortunately be provoked 


on Mexicans.” i 
‘ This official correspondence proves,‘ think, that there was no danger of invasion, or of hos 


ee of any kind from Mexico, at the time of the march of the army. 

dit i be plain to every body, that the ordering the army to the Rio Grande was a step, 
naturally, if not necessarily, tending te provoke hostilities, and to bring on war. I shall use 
inflammatory or excil anguage, but it seems to me that this whole proceeding is against the. 
spirit of the Constitution, the just limitations of Departments, an act pregnant with serious con- 
sequences, and of dangerous precedent to the public liberties. 

"No power but Congress can declare war; but what is the value of this Constitutional provi- 
sion, if the President of his own authority may make such military movements, as must bring 
on war? ‘ 

If the war power be in Congress, then every thing tending directly or naturally, to bring on 
war, should be referred to the discretion of Congress, should it not? Was this order of march | 
given, in the idle hope of coercing Mexico to treat? If so, idle it was, as the event proved. 
But it was something worse than a’ mistake, or a responsible blunder; it was, as it seems to 
me, an extension of Executive authority, of a very dangerous character. I see no necessity 
for it, and no apology for it; since Congress was in session at the same moment, at the other 
end of the Pennsylvania Avenue, and might have been consulted. 

It will be contended, probably, that the conduct of the President was all sanctioned by Con- 
gress, by the act of May 11th. It has a Preamble, of which much has been said. T have only 
to remark that a Preamble, or other declaration of a Legislative body, cannot create a fact, or 
alter a fact. é 

I aaeie to have heard Chief Justice Marshall ask counsel, who was insisting upon the, 
author rity of an act batt if he thought an act of Legislation could create, or destroy, 
a fact, or change the truth of history. Would it alter the fact, said he, if a Legislature should 
solemnly enact, that Mr. Hume never wrote the history of England? A Legislature may alter 

Jaw, but no power can reverse a fact. | ae 
hardly suppose Congress, by the acts of the 11th of May, meant more than to enable the 

President to defend the country, to the extent of the limit claimed by him. 

If those who concurred i in that act meant thereby to encourage the President to invade Mex- 
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States their intention they never said it, and I for.one do not believe it was. thei : wit 
intention. (Loud cheers.) But I repeat, gentlemen, I repeat that Mexico is highly unjustifiable ip 
in having refused to receive a Minister from the United States. My remarks on this subject nd Fa 
have been drawn forth by no sympathy with Mexico. I have no desire, God knows, to show 
my country in the wrong. But these feraarks originate, purely, in a desire to maintain the 


powers of government as they are established by the Constitution between the different depart- of 

ments, and a hope that whether we have conquests or no conquests—war or no war—peace or a £ 

no peace—we shall yet preserve, in its integrity and strergth, the Constitution of thé Uni r . 
z -* 


States. (Tremendous, applause.) : 
Gentlemen, nevertheless, war is upon us. Armies are in the field, navies are upon the st 
We believe that the Government ought immediately, in any honorable and satisfactory manner, * 
to bring that war to a conclusion, if possible. We believe that every reasonable effort should ‘a 
be made to put.an end to this war. But while the war lasts—while soldiers are upon the land, . , 
and seamen on the sea, upholding the flag of the country, you fecl, and I feel, and every Amer-) | ; 
ican feels, that they must be succored and sustained. (Thunders of lause.) They bear the a 
commission of their Government. They are under its order and control. Their duty is obe- 
dience to superior command. They are engaged on a foreign service. They have done honor 
to the country to which they belong, and raised the character of its military prowess. iy 
T am behind no man in ascribing praise and honor to Gen. Taylor and all his forces ; (great ap- 
plause;) andI am behind no man, and perhaps forward of most men, in the respect and admiration 
which I feel for the good conduct of the volunteers who have entered the field. | é i 
We know no period in, our history—there is nothing in our annals—which shows sup 
try on the part of raw recruits, taken suddenly from the pursuits of cl fell put into military 
service. Where can we look for such steadiness, coolness, bravery and modesty, as in these. ‘ 
volunteers. (Great applause.) The most distingui hed incident in the history of our country — : 
of the good conduct of militia—of new raised levies from amongst the people, is perhaps that of 
the battle.of Bunker Hill. The gentleman who sits by me, though not of years to bear arms, 
was of years to be present, and to look on and see others engaged in that conflict. He did all 
he could, he poured his fervent youthful wishes into the general cause. (Great applause.) 1 ‘vl 
might go further, and say that at Bunker Hill, the newly raised levies and recruits sheltered. | 
themselves behind some temporary defences, but at Monterey, the volunteers assailed a fortified is 
city. (Cheers.) At any rate, gentlemen whatever we may think of the origin of the occasion he 
which called them there, it is gratifying to see what we can do through the agency of military | 
power whenever the exigencies of the country may require it. We do show, that without the 
expense or the danger of large standing armies, there is military spirit enough, intelligence 
enough, perseverance, and patience and submission to discipline, enough, amongst the young 
men of the country, to uphold our stars and stripes, whenever the Government may order them 
to be unfurled. (Great applause.) r 
__ I will now leave all topics connected with the foreign relations of the country, and pass to a 
consideration of some of the subjects connected with measures bearing upon our internal and 
domestic interests. Of these, there is one of just and great public importance ; and another, 
connected with which, hundreds and thousands of individuals have been made—shall I say it; 
the victims of the exercise of the veto power. I speak of the Harbor Bill, and of the Bill mak- 
ing Indemnity for French Depredations on our commerce before 1800. ; aN 
There is, gentlemen, a clear veto power in the Constitution ofthe United States. There is an 
express provision, that the President of the United States may withhold his approbation, if he 
see fit, from a law of Congress; and unless, after reasons stated by him for so withholding his 


. 


comes a dead lene ‘ 

‘This, in common discourse, we call the veto power. Something like it existed in’ ane 
Rome. But the framers of our Constitution, borrowed it from England, and» then qualified it: 
By the Constitution of England, it theoretically exist absolutely i in the monarch, and without. 
qualification. The framers of our Constitution in peas it in the hands of the President, quali~. 
fied it, so that if upon reconsideration of the same measure, two- -thirds of both’ Houses concur 
red in it, the Bill should become a law, the President’s negative notwithstanding. 

In England, the power of the Crown to negative acts of Pariiament, has not been ecanraieti 
since the reign of William III., nearly two hundred years ; and it has been generally said, that 
the reason is, that since that period, such has been the course of the British government in its. 
administration, that the influence of the Crown, in one or both Houses of Parliament, connect- 
ed with the power which the Crown possesses of dissolving Parliament, has been sufficient to 
prevent the. passage of bills with which the Crown was not satisfied, without recourse to the 
exercise of the obnoxious veto power. Modern commentators say that influence, in this respect, ” 
has taken the place of prerogative. The King uses his influence, but never actually negatives 
bills presented to him. As I have said, our Constitution places the power in the hands of the: 


a 
A lake, s ; : : 
3 i ’ Executive in a qualified manner. It is good, unless two-thirds of the Houses concur in the 
‘ a measure. Well, rather a singular result has happened from this. 
oe } will not impute to Congress at any time, or to its members under any administration, any 


liability to corrupt influence ; certainly not. But I'suppose all will admit that frequently, and 
- eSpecially i in party times, party connections, perhaps some little hope of office, some desire to 
benefit friends out of Congress, may soften opposition to particular measures, in particular men’s: 
minds, and may produce something, which if we would talk straight out, we might call “undue 
influence.” (Laughter.) It has happened, and if we are curious in such researches, to fix the 
chronology of occurrences, we might find instances not very remote, in which persons still 
members of Congress, but who had failed in their re-election, or were pretty sure of failing, have 
concurred in certain measures; and then, not being longer called on to serve their country in 
the halls of Congress, and particularly unwilling that the country should lose their whole ser- 
vises, have condescended to take office under the Executive. (Roars of laughter and cheers.) 
Therefore the result in the practical administration of our government seems to be this: Some 
degree of influence may be exerted sufficient to bring one-third to concur with the sentiments of 
the administration; and then the President, by his veto, overwhelms the other two-thirds; so 
that if the purpose be to defeat a measure passed by majorities of both Houses of Congress if 
influence will come in, and do one-third of the work ; Veto is ready to do the rest. (Laughs 
and cheers.) 

The first victim of the veto power, at the last session, was connected with what is called, 
though not very correctly, Internal Improvements. It was the Harbor Bill. 

T confess to a feeling of a great interest in that bill. Seeing nothing in it, as I thought, but 
such things as General Jackson’s administration had approved, and Mr. Van Buren’s adminis’ 
tration had approved over and over again, I had no more apprehension that the President of the 
United States would veto that bill, than that he would veto an ordinary bill for the support of 
the army_or navy. I was as much surprised when it was announced that, probably, he would 
send us the veto, as if it had been stated to me that he would veto a bill necessary to carry on 

the Government. But the veto did come. Now, gentlemen, that bill made an appropriation of 
~ 9ne million three hundred thousand dollars, for certain harbor improvements, on the ocean, 
~_ the gulf, the lakes, and the great and important navigable rivers of the country. A work of 
peace, of improvement, of national progress. Something to carry us forward, in convenience 
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osperity, and in the acquisition of wealth. Something to make permanent fixtures:in the 
Jand, that should do us good, and all our posterity forever. 

‘This was its object. The appropriation was small. The particular objects were somewhat 
‘numerous. ‘The amount was no burden, at all, upon the Treasury. In connection with its 
objects, not worth considering. And yet heré comes the veto! Well, now, what is to be done? 
We cannot shut our eyes to what is around us. Here we are. This vast country—with the 
Ocean on the east, and the Gulf on the South, and the great Lakes on the north and the west, 
and these great rivers penetrating it through hundreds and thousands of miles, what are we to do? 
Is it not, of all countries in the world, that, for which nature has. done mighty things, and "yet 
calls most loudly for man to do his part? (Loud cheers.) 4 


Providence has given us a country capable of improvement. It is not perfected ; we are called 


to do something for ourselves, to wake up, in this day of improvement, and do the deeds that 
belong to improvement, to facilitate internal intercourse, to furnish harbors for the protection of 
life and property, to clear up the rivers, to do every thing, all, and singular, which a large and. 
liberal policy will stimulate an intelligent people with abundance of means, to do, in édyance- 
“ment of the national prosperity. (Great applause. ) We live in an | age) gentlemen, when we are 
not to shut our eyes to the great examples set us, all over the eastern Continent. I mean the 
European Continent. Ido not speak of England, where private enterprise and wealth have gone 
so far ahead. But look to Russia, to Prussia, to Saxony, to Sardinia, every where we see a 
spirit of improvement, active, stimulated and persevering. We behold mountains penetrated 
by railroads, safe harbors constructed, every thing done by Government for the peel, which 
in the nature of the case, the people cannot do for themselves. (Loud cheers. ) Laer 

Let ‘us contemplate, fora oment, the Mississippi. This noble and segttoary stream, 
with seven or eight millions of people on its banks, and on the waters falling i into it, absolutely 
calls for harbors, for clearing out rivers, for the removal of snags and other obstacles to safe navi- 
gation. Who is to do this? Will any one of the States do it? Can all of the States do it? 
Is it the appropriate duty of any State or any number of States ?—No, no—we know it is not. 
‘We know that unless this Government be placed in the hands of men who feel that it is their 
constitutional authority and duty to make these improvements, they never will be made; and 
the waters of the Mississippi will roll over snags, and snags, and snags, for a century to come. 
(Great cheering.) 

These improvements must come from the Government of the United States, or in the nature 


_of things, they cannot come at all; and I say that every steamboat that is lost by one of these 


snags—every life that is sacrificed, goes to make up a great account against this Government. 
( Applause.) ‘Why, what a world is there! What rivers and what cities on their banks!— 
Cincinnati, New Orleans, St. Louis, Louisville, Natchez, and others that spring up while we are 
talking of them, or, indeed, before we begin to speak of them; commercial marts, great places 
for the exchange of commodities, along these rivers, which are so many inland scas, as it 
were! And what! the General Government no authority over them—no power of improve- 
ment? Why, that will be thought the most ‘incredible thing, hereafter, that ever was heard of. 
It will not be believed, that it ever had entered into the head of any Administration, that these 
were not objects deserving the care and attention of the Government. I think, therefore, that 
the Harbor Bill, negatived by the President, raises a vital question. This question was putin 
Congress, it has been put since, it was put at the polls. I putit, now, to be the question, 


whether these internal improvements of the waters of the lakes and rivers, shall be made 


or shall not be made; and those who say they shall not be made, are right to adhere to Mr. 
Polk ; and those who say they shall be made, and must be made, and that they will have them 
made, why then they have the work in their own hands, (applause,) and if they be a majority 
of the people, will do it. (Renewed applause.) 

I do not know that we, of the east and north, have any especial interest in this ; but I tell 


» 


you what we of the east think, that we have an especial interest in. t. thought so, at least,, 
ever since I have been in Congress, and I believe all my associates from Massachusetts have 
also thought so. We think'we have an interest, and an especial interest, in manifesting a spirit 
of liberality in regard to all expenses for improvements of those parts of the country, watered 
by the Mississippi and the lakes. (Applause.) We think it belongs, both to our interest and 
our reputation, to sustain improvements on the Western waters. 

Now, gentlemen, what was the Harbor Bill of the last Session? What was that bill, which _ 
both Houses passed, and the President vetoed? Here it is. And although this bill had three 
readings in Congress, and one more when it came back, vetoed: I would ask for it a fifth read~ 
ing, now. (Laughter.) Mr. Hone, of New York, here ‘read the bill, as follows: 


" Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of “America in Congress 
assembled, That a sum of money be, and the same is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any 
unappropriated money in the Treasury, sufficient for the following purposes, viz: 


1836. J.*—For the continuation of the Breakwater structure at Burlington, on lake Champlain, 
15,000. 
1836. J. ee the continuation of the Breakwater structure, at Plattsburg, on lake Champlain, 
15,000. 
1836. 1aEe the repairs and working of the Steam Dredge, on lake Champlain, $9,000. 
sii For the improvement of the Harbor at Port Ontario, on lake Ontario, $40,000. 
1831. J.—For the improvement of the Harbor at Oswego, on lake Ontario, $10,000. 
1830. J.—For the improvement of Big Sodus Bay, on ake Ontario, $5,000. 
For the improvement of Little Sodus Bay, on lake Ontario, $5,000. 
1830. J alrtin improvement of the Harbor at the mouth of Genesee river, on lake Ontario, 
,000. 
1836. J.—For the improvement of the Oak Orchard Harbor, State of New York, $7,000. 
For pe construction of a Dredge Boat, for lake Ontario and river St. Lawrence, 
$20,000. 
1831. J.—For repairing and improving the Harbor at Buffalo, on lake Erie, and the continua~ 
tion of the Sea Wall for this rotection of the same, $50,000. 
1830. J.—For improving the Harbor at unkirk, on lake Erie, $15,000. 
For improving the Harbor at Erie, on lake Erie, $40,000. 
1830. J:—For improving Grand River Harbor, on lake Erie, $100,000. 
1832. J.—For improving Ashtabula Harbor, on lake Erie, $10,000. 
1830. J.—For improving the Harbor at Cleveland, on lake Erie, $20,000. 
1830. J.—For improving the Harbor at Huron, on lake Erie, $5,000. 
For improving the Harbor at Sandusky city, on lake Erie, $11,000. ° 
1836. J.—For improving the River Raisin Harbor, on lake Erie, $13,000. 
1836. J.—For constructing a Dredge Boat to be used on lake Erie, $20,000. 
1831. J.—For the improvement of the St. Clair Flats, so called, so as to prevent their ob- 
qi0-000 the passage of vessels from Buffalo, to the ports on lake Michigan, 
40,000. 
1830. J.—For improving the Grand River Harbor, on Jake Michigan, so as to give protection 
to vessels sailing on said lake, $10,000. 
For improving the Harbor at the mouth of Kalamazoo river, on lake Michigan, so 
as to give protection to vessels sailing on said lake, 10,000. 
1836. J.—For improving the Harbor at St. Joseph, on lake Michigan, $10,000. 
1831. J.—For improving the Harbor at Michigan city, on lake Michigan, $40,000. 
For the improvement of Little Fort Harbor, on lake Michigan, $12,000. 
For improving the Harbor at Racine, on lake Michigan, $15,000. 
For improving the Harbor at Southport, on lake Michigan, $10,000. 
1836. J.—For improving the Harbor at Milwaukie, on lake Michigan, $20,000. 
,000. 


_ 1836. J.—For improving the Harbor at Chicago, on lake Michigan, $ 


For constructing a Dredge Boat, to be used on lake ichigan, $15,000. 
1836. J.—For improving the Harbor at St. Louis, $75,000. 
1836. J.—For constructing a Breakwater structure, at Stamford Ledge, Maine, $20,000. 
1832. J.—For improving the Harbor of Boston, $40,000. 
1836. J.—For continuing the Works at Bridgeport, eyelet daegt 
For removing the obstruction at the Crook in the Harbor of Providence, Rhode 
Island, $5,000. 
1830. J.—For improving the Harbor at New Castle, Delaware, $15,000. 
1830. J.—For improving the Harbor at Port Penn, Delaware, $5,000. 
1830. J.—For completing the Delaware Breakwater, $75,000. 
For removing obstructions in Newark Bay, New Jersey, $15,000. 


* J, stands for Jackson. 
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1836. For i improving the Harbor at Baltimore city, $20,000. 
: For the improvement of the Harbor at Havre de Grace, Maryland, $20,000. 
1832. J.—For the improvement of Savannah Harbor and the Naval Anchorage, near Fort 
Pulaski, $50,000. 
1832. J.—For the improvement of the Great Wood Hole Harbor, Massachusetts, gl, 450. 
1836. J.—For the continuing the improvements of the Navigation of the Hudson river, above 
and below Albany, i in the State of New York, $75,000. 
1837. J.—for the improvement of the Ohio river, above the Falls at Louisville, $80,000. 
1830. J.—For the improvement of the Ohio river, below the Falls at Louisville, aud of the 
Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas rivers, $240,000. 
1832. J.—For removing the Raft of Red river, and for the improvement of said river, $80,000. 
For repairs and preservation of Harbor Works heretofore constructed on the Atlan- 
tic coast, $20,000. 


Such, gentlemen, (continued Mr. Wersrer,) is an enumeration of the appropriations: 
of this bill, running along the shores of the sea and the lakes down the Gulf and the 
rivers ; forty-nine objects in all. I notice but one important omission. I think there ought 


‘to have been a very liberal appropriation for the better navigation of Salt River! (Roars of 


laughter, in which the ladies in the gallery heartily joined. ) Now, this is the bill that the President 
negatived, and I will shortly state to you his reasons, as I collect them from his Messages, and 
make such remarks on those reasons, as I may, whilst I go along. The President assumes that 
these harbors are internal improvements, and because there is no power vested in Congress, by 
the Constitution, under that specific head, he denies the existence of such a power, altogether. 

The course of the Government has been just the other way. The people have not only ac- 
quiesced in these improvements, but clamored for them, and they are now, very likely, to cla~ 
mor again. He continues: 

[ Mr. W. here read that portion of the veto message, in which the President assigns as a rea~ 
son for the veto, that several of his predecessors had denied ws constitutionality of Congress to- 
make internal improvements. | 

I know not where, said Mr. Wessrer. If he intends to say, that some of his predecessors 
denied the general power of making all kinds of internal improvements, if that be what he. 
means, why, nobody contends that such a general power as that is in the Constitution. But 
then the question is, does this belong to any such power? These works are not internal im~ 
provements, in that general sense; they are harbor improvements, connected with commerce, 
and the question is whether, as such, they are not provided for in the Constitution? 

The President says that some of the objects provided for by the bill are local, and lie within 
the limits of a single State. Well I dare say they do. It would be somewhat remarkable if a 
harbor were found lying in two or three States. (Laughter.) It would be rather a large harbor 
that would embrace parts of even Connecticut and Rhode Island ; two of the smallest of the 
States. The question is not whether the site be local, or whether the expenditure be local, but 
whether the purpose be general, a national purpose, and object. (Applause.) 

As well might it be said that expenditure upon the Capitol was local and not provided for, as 
to say that expenditure upon a harbor or ‘breakwater, which is necessary for the general pur- 
poses of the commerce of the country, is a local expenditure made within a State, and therefore. 
not constitutional. The President proceeds to say that the power exercised by Congress waz 
novel. 

[Here several sentences were lost in consequence of interruption by individuals in the vieini- 
ty of the Reporters. ] 

The President draws a distinction between improvements for the benefit of foreign com- 
merce, and those for the benefit of internal trade, and that these objects are for the benefit of in- 
ternal trade only. I wonder (said Mr. Wenster) where he finds any authority to found a dis- 
tinction on that fact, even if it existed, which is hardly the ease, I think, in any one instance. 


The President says that many of these appropriations were made for the first time, for these- 
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particular objects. ‘Well, if appropriations had been made for them before, and they had been 


adequate, there would be no occasion for making new ones; but the question is, are not these 
new objects in principle, like these, for which appropriations have been made, very many times. 
I think they are. (Much laughter.) Now let us not be carried away by a vague notion that 
the Constitution of the United States has no power to make internal improvements, and there- 
fore does not authorize expenditures ona harbor. We are speaking of things not by any gen- 
eral name, not by classification or classes, we are speaking of things by phrases descriptive of 
the things themselves. We calla harbor, aharbor. Jf the President of the United States says 
that is a matter of internal improvement, why ther, I say that the name cannot alter-the thing, 
the thing is a harbor. And does not every one of these, harbors touch navigable waters? Is 
not every one of them on the shore of the sea, bay, gulf, or navigable river? and are not the 
navigable waters of the ocean, and gulf, and bays and rivers, are they not all for commercial 
purposes out of the jurisdiction of the States, and in the jurisdiction of the United States? 

How can it be said that these are within the particular jurisdiction of the States? . Wherever 
the money is so expended, it is expended within the jurisdiction of the United States, and for 
purposes conceded to it by the Constitution; that is to say, the regulation and protection of 
commerce. 

But let us now go to the origin of this power.. Let us appeal from the opinions of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the written text of the Constitution ; and let us see what that is. 
The power of the Government of the United States in this respect, is expressed in the Consti- 
tution ina very few words. It says, that “Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with 
Foreign nations, and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes !” 

The whole force is concentrated in that word “regulate.” Well, Mr. Poll: himself admits 
that the word regulate, as applied to facilities for foreign trade, does extend to the making of 
beacons, piers and light-houses; but his whole message attempts to run a distinction between 
foreign trade, and trade between the States. But the power over each is given in the same clause 
of the Constitution, in the very same words, and is exactly of equal length and breadth with the 
other. If one is denied, both are denied—if one is conceded, both must be conceded. It is 
impossible to separate them by any argument or logical process, worthy of a statesman’s mind. 
it is wholly arbitrary I say, without the least foundation, to say that Congress may make pro- 
vision for a harbor accommodation for foreign commerce, and not for domestic trade. Is the 
latter not as important as the former? Is not the breakwater at the mouth of the Delaware Bay, 
as important for the trade of Philadelphia with New Orleans, as with Liverpool? and so every 
where else? Is not our coasting trade one of the largest branches of our maritime interest, and. 


can we yet do nothing for that? 
It is strange that any man should entertain the idea that such a distinction could be drawn. I 


have before me a long list of acts of Congress, of a good deal of importance, as I think, tend- 


‘ing to show that the President is mistaken when he speaks of the acquiescence and approbation 


of the people, in opinions adyerse to Harbor improvements. ‘The opinion, both of Congress 
and the people, seems quite the other way. Here isa list of provisions of this kind, made in 
Mr. Adams’s time, in General Jackson’s time, and in Mr. Van Buren’s time, for exactly similar 
objects, and some of them for the same objects; and I should take the pains, and tax your 
patience to read this list, if I had not another more convincing statement to make to you and 
which will close the consideration of this part of the subject. 4 

[Mr. Webster kindly furnished the Reporter with the list, which is as follows :] 


By the Act of March 2d, 1829. 


Thirty thousand dollars for extending the pier of Black Rock Harbor, at the outlet 6f Lake 


rie, to a point opposite Bird’s Island. 
For removing obstructions at the entrance of the harbor of Big Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontarie, 
twelve thousand fiye hundred dollars. 
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For the improvement of the navigation of the Genessee River, in the State of New York, ten 


thousand dollars. 


State of Ohio.—Seventy-five thousand dollars for improving the navigation of Conneaut Creek, 


by removing the bar at the mouth of the same. 
By the Act 23d April, 1830. 


For removing obstructions at the mouth of Huron River, Ohio, — - 

For completing the removal of obstructions at the mouth of Grand River, Ohio, 
For completing the improvements of Cleveland Harbor, Ohio, - - 

For removing sand bar at or near the mouth of Black River, Ohio, - 
For improving the navigation of Conneaut Creek, Ohio, - 

For completing piers at Fthe mouth of Dunkirk Harbor, New verk! 
For completing piers at Buffalo Harbor, New York, - 

for extending the pier at Black Rock, - - - -" 
For improving the navigation of Genesee River, New York, - 
For removing obstructions at the mouth of Big Sodus Bay, New York, 
For improving the navigation of the } Mississippi and Ohio Rivers, - - 


By the Act of March 2d, 1831. 


For removing obstructions at the mouth of Huron River, Ohio, = - - 

For removing sand bar at or near the mouth of Black River: Ohio, - 

For completing the removal of obstructions at the mouth of Grand River, Ohio, 

For removing obstructions at the mouth of Big Sodus Ee New York, - 

Por completing piers at Oswego, New York, a 

For securing the OE of Oswego Harbor, New York, by a stone pier head an 
mole, - - = 

For completing the pier at the mouth Hoh Buffalo Harbor, New Wark, - 

For securing and completing the works at the harbor of Dunkirk, New York 

For completing the improvements of Cleveland Harbor, — - 

For completing the removal of obstructions at the mouth of Avner ane Cresk; Oe, 

For improving the navigation of Conneaut River, Ohio, —- - - 

For improving the navigation of Genesee River, New York, - - 


By the Act of June 28th, 1834. 
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For ¢arrying on the improvements of Ocracock Inlet, North Carolina, — - - 
For improving the navigation of Ohio, Missouri, and. Mississippi Rivers, - - 
For improving the har bor of Chicago, Tilnois, - - - - - 
For the piers at La Plaisance Bay, Michigan, - - - = 


For continuing and securing the works at Oswego Harbor, New York, 

For completing the works, at Genesee River, New York, on the present plan, 

For continuing the improvements of Black Rock Harbor, New York, - 

For completing the works at Buffalo, New York,  - - 

For completing and securing the wor ks at Cleveland Taiver, Ohio, - 

For repairing and securing the works at Grand River, Ohio, = 

For securing the works at Black River, Ohio, - - - - 

For extending and securing the works at Huron River, Ohio, - 

Yor continuing the improvements at Ashtabula Creek, Ohio, - 

And for defraying the expense of surveys pursuant to the Act of the 30th of, April, 
1824—including arrearages for 1833, $29,000, of which sam $5,000 shall be ap- 
propriated and ‘applied to geological and mineralogical survey and researches. 


By the Act of March 3d, 1835. 


_ For improving the harbor at Chicaernd in addition to the balance of former appro- 
priations, - = = + a iS “4 

For securing the wor ies at Black River, 

For continuing the improvement at Ashtabula Creek, in addition to the balance of 
former appropriations, — = ~ - - - - s iS 

For completing the works at Genesee River, - - - 

For improving the navigation of the One sap below the Falls, and the Missouri 
and Mississippi rivers, - 

For the improvement of the havigdtion of the Ohio River heaveen. Pittsburgh and 
the Falls of the Ohio, $50,000, ‘to be expended under the direction of the War 
Department, and under the care of a Superintendent for that part of Ohio. 

For completing the removal of the obstructions to the navigation of Red River, in 
addition to the appropriation of $50,000, made at the last session of Congress, 
the sum of $50,000. 

For improving the navigation of the Arkansas River, and for copshmeling a boat 
with aniron hull, - - - - - - - - 
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41,880 36 
5,563 18 
1,786 56 
8559 77 
6,135 65 
1,342 75 
15,488 00 
3,198 00 

13,335 00 

15,280 00 
50,000 00 


3,480 00 
9,275 00 
5,680 00 
17,450 00 
2,812 92 


18,600 00 
12,900 00 
6,400. 00 
3,670 00 
7,015 00 
6,370 00 


16,670 00 | 


15,000 00 
50,000 00 
32,801 00 

(895 00 
30,000 00 
20,000 00 
12,000 00 
20,000 00 
13,315 00 
10,000 00 
5,000 60 
6,700 00 
5,000 00 


$32,800 00 
4,400 00 


7,591 00 
2/390 00 


50,000 00 


40,000 00 


= 
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By théAct.cf July Tth, 1838. 


Yor continuing the improvements of the harbor of Chicago, Hlinois, - ~ $30,000 00° 
For continuing the construction of a harbor at Michigan city, Indiana, 9 - = 60,733 59 
Por continuing the construction of a pier or breakwater, at the!mouth of the River - ' 


> 
St. Joseph, Michigan - - - - - - - - 51,113 09 
For the continuation of the works at the harbor near the mouth of the river Raisin, 
Michigan, - - = - = : - - - - 15,000 00. 
“or continuing the improvement of the harbor at White Hall, New York, - 15,000 00° : 
For continuing che improvement of the Channel at the mouth of the Genesce River, “ag 
New York, - - = = - - - - “= 25,000 00 ‘ 
“or continuing the removal of obstractions at Black River, Ohio, - - - 5,000 00 
For continuing the removal of obstructions at the mouth of the Huron River, in 
Ohio, = = - - - - - - - - 5,000 00° 
“or continuing the improvement of the navigation at the mouth of Vermilion River, 
Ohio, io s 3 = ~ 5 a - - - 3,696 57 
Por continuing the improvement of Cleveland Harbor, Ohio, - - 51,856 00 
For continuing the removal of obstructions at Cunningham Creek, Ohio, - - 5,000 00 
or continuing the removal of obstructions at Ashtabula Creek, Ohio, - - 8,000 00 ‘ 
Ber continuing the improvement of Dunkirk Harbor, New York, - - - 10,000 00 . 


For continuing the improvement of the harbor of Portland, Lake Erie, New York, 35,466 00 
For continuing the improvements of the harbor at Cattaraugus Creek, Lake Erie, 


New York, - - - - - - - - - 32,410 00 
For continuing the improvement of the harbor of Salmon River, Lake Ontario, 

Néw York, - - - - - - - - - 30,000 00 
For continuing the cdnstruction of a Breakwater at Plattsburgh, New York, - 27,500 00 
For continuing the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Oak Orchard Creek, 

New York, - - - i hae “- - - - 5,000 00 
For continuing the improvement at Big Sodus Bay, New York, = “ - 10,000 00 
For continuing the Pier and Mole at Oswego Harbor, New York, - - - 46,067 00 
For continuing the construction of a Breakwater at Burlington, Vermont, - - 50,000 00 

: continuing the improvement of the Cumberland River in Kentucky and Ten- 
‘ essee, below Nashville, ~- - - - - - - 20,000 00 
continuing the improvement of the Ohio River, between the Falls and Pitts- 

burgh, - - - - - - - - - - 5€,000 00 
Yor continuing the improvement of the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers from Louisville 

to New Orleans, - - - - - - - - - 70,000 00 
Hor continuing the improvement of the Mississirpi river, above the mouth of the 

Ohio and the Missouri river, - - - - - - - 20,000 00 
For continuing the removal of obstructions in Grand River, Ohio, - - - 10,000 00 
For continuing the Works at Buffalo, - - 20,500 00 


For erecting a Mound or Sea Wall along the Peninsula which separates lake Erie 
from Buffalo Creek, to prevent the influx of the Lake over said Peninsula - 48,000 00 
¥or the improvement of the Arkansas river, - - - - 7 —~ 40,000 00 
And be it further enacted, That the several sums appropriated by the first section of this act, 
which exceed twelve thousand dollars each, one-half thereof, if the public service require it, 
shall be paid out during the year 1838, to be applied to the objects above specified, and the other 
half, in like manner, in the year 1839.” ‘ 


T have already placed before you the bill, (continued Mr. W.) the Harbor Bill, as it passed 
both Houses, last Session. Some of its enactments were read by my friend near me, Mr. Hone; ' 
and now let me add, that I have caused the objects of expenditure and appropriation in that bill, 
to be carefully examined, and former legislation, in regard to these several objects to be investi- 
gated; and now I state to you the result. Here are forty-nine distinct objects of appropriation, 
in this bill of last Session; and I say to you that out of this list of forty-nine, thirty-three of 
them are the identical objects for which appropriations were made under the authority of Gen= 

_ eral Jacksonyin his time. (Cheers.) Well, then, there remain sixteen and Tsay to you that, 
upon careful examination, it will appear that these sixteen objects that have grown up since the 
time of General Jackson, and which Congress thought proper to provide for in this bill, are 
every one harbors, connected with the external trade of the country, and, therefore, strictly 
within Mr. Polk’s own rule. ( Cheers.) 

Gentlemen, I leave this question. In the free discussions that have taken place on it, in and 
-out of Congress, the argument is exhausted. The question is, whether we are convinced, and 
‘whether we are to stand up to our convictions. The question is, whether ‘the great West, so 
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‘important: a part of the country, bearing its share of all the common burdens, is to be struck out 

“of all participation in the benefits which are bestowed upon other portions of the Union? 
(Cheers.) Ithink not. The question is put already. I expect to hear an answer to it from the 
North, the Northwest, and the South. But, then, I do not rely upon Conventions at Memphis, 
or St. Louis ;1 do not rely on resolutions. 1 rely on the disposition of the people to understand 

“what their constitutional rights are, and then to take care that those constitutional rights shall 
he fairly protected, by being intrusted to proper hands. 

' Gentlemen, before I leave this part of the subject, I must say a word upon an important Re- 
port made to the Senate at the last Session, by a Committee, to whom the resolutions, passed 
by the Memphis Convention, were referred. A. distinguished Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Calhoun) was Chairman of the Committee, and framed that elaborate report. So faras 
he admits any thing done by Congress to have been rightfully done, and admits any degree of 
authority in Congress to do what has not yet been done, I concur with him. The rest I reject; 
for I do not think the distinctions taken by Bins eminent man, are sound. I regret that it is my 

“wisfortune to differ from him. a at a a La 
The report proposes, I may state in brief, that where a river divides two States, 0 or recies two 
States are concerned, these two States must make the necessary improvemests, themselves. » I 
do not agree with that; I do not suppose that it is any matter of consequence whether the neces- 

sary improvements are connected with two States, or four, or only one. 

It is not a question of location—it is a question of public importance. Look, for instance, at 
~ that portion of the North river which runs between wo shores, both of which belong to New 
York. ‘There, I suppose, the power of Congress over Governor Marcy’s overslaugh farm, as it 


is called, is as perfect as itis to make a similar improvement further down where the riven” 


» vides the States of New York and New Jersey. The distinction attempted, as it strikes me, is a 
distinction without a difference. ; er 

Well, having thus alluded in the most respectful manner to the Report of the Committee of the 
Senate, and not having time to discuss its propositions at any considerable length, I will now, 
by way of conclusion, give to you my opinion on all this question of the power of making har- 
bors. 

In my opinion, Congress’ has the power to make harbors on the rivers and on the lakes, to 
the full extent to which it has ever proposed to exercise such power. 

That whether these proposed harbors be judged useful for foreign commerée, or only for com- 
merce among the States, themselves, the principle is the same, and the constitutional power 
given in the same clause, and in the same words. . 

That Congress has power to clear out obstructions from all rivers suited to “the purposes of 
commerce, foreign or domestic, and to improve their navigation and utility, by appropriations 
from the Treasury of the United States. 

That, whether a’river divide two States, or more than two, or run through two States, or 

» more than two, or is wholly confined to one: apg is” acaprciscigih provided its cna to 
commerce, foreign or domestic, be admitted. 

For example, the North river is a navigable tide water river, for many miles, while running 
entirely within the territory of the State of New York. Yet, I suppose the removing of ob- 
“structions in this part of the river, is as fully within the power of Congress, as the removing of 
~” obstructions in other parts of the river where it divides New York from New Jersey. 

~ I think it wholly immaterial, whether a proposed improvement in a river for conimercial pur- 
“poses, be above or below, an actually existing port of entry. 
If instead of clearing out the rocks, and in that manner improving the channel of a river, it is 
found better to make a canal around falls which are in it, I have no doubt whatever of the pow- 
© “Of Congress to construct such a canal. I think, for instance, that Congress has the power to 


a 
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‘purchase the Louisville canal around the Falls of the Ohio ; and that it ought to exercise that 
power now, if the work can be purchased for a reasonable price ; and that the canal should then 
be free to all who have occasion to use it, reserving such tolls, only, as should be sufficient to 
‘keep the works in repair. 

It seems to me that these propositions all flow from the nature of our Government, and its 
equal power over trade with foreign nations and among the States ; and from the fact resulting 
from these powers, that the commerce of the United States is unit. 

Thave no conception of any such thing, as seems to be thought possible by the Report of the 
‘Committee of the Senate, that is, an external ecommerce existing between two States, carried on 
by laws and regulations:of their own, whether such laws and regulations were adopted with or 
without the consent of Congress, 

I do not understand how there. can be a Pennsylvania vessel, built, manned, and equipped 
under Pennsylvania laws; trading as such Pennsylvania vessel with New York or Maryland, 
or having any rights or privileges.not conferred by acts of Congress ; and consequently that the 
idea is unfounded, which supposes that when only two States are interested in the navigation of 
a river, or its waters touch the shores of only two States, the improvement of such river is ex- 
cluded from’ the power of Congress, and must be left to the care of the two States themselves, 
under an agreement which they may enter into, with the consent of Congress, for that purpose. 

In my opinion, the provision of the Constitution which forbids a State from entering into any 

“alliance, compact, or agreement with another State, without consent of Congress, can draw after 

_ ino such conélusion as that, with the consent of Congress, two States ought to be bound to im- 

~ prove the navigation of a river which separates their territories ; and that, therefore, the power 


ef Congress to make such improvements, is taken away. A river owing between two States, 


and two States only, may be highly important to the commerce of the whole Union. | It can 
hardly be necessary to discuss this point. It is sufficient to say that the whole argument is 


founded on the notion that the Constitution prohibits more than two States from entering into ° 


agreements, even with the consent of Congress. 

‘This is manifestly untenable. The Constitution extends as fully to agreements between 
three, four, or five States, as between two only ; and the consent of Congress makes an agree- 
ment between'five as valid as between'two. If, therefore, two States can improve rivers with 
the consent of Congress, so can five or more; and, if it be a sufficient reason for denying the 
power of Congress to improve a river in a particular case, that two States can, themselves, do it, 
having first obtained the assent of Congress, it is an equally valid reason in the case where five 
or ten States are concerned. They too may do the same thing, with the consent of Congress. 
The distinction, therefore, between what may be done. by Congress, where only two States are 
coneerned with a river, and what may be done in cases where more than two are so connected, 
entirely vanishes. I hold the whole doctrine of the report of the Committee, on this point, to be 
unsound. Iam algo of opinion that there is no difference between the power to construct a pier, 
and the power to construct a harbor. I think that a single pier, of itself, affords a degree of 
ahther and protection from winds and seas; that two parallel piers make a harbor ; and that, if 


‘one may be rightfully constructed, it is no extravagant. _stretch of constitutional power to- 


another. In fine, I am of opinion that Congress does, constitutionally, possess the 
power of establishing light-houses, buoys, beacons, piers, breakwaters, and, harbors, on, the 
ocean, the gulf, the lakes, and the navigable rivers; that it does constitutionally possess,the 
,power of improving the great rivers of the country, clearing out their channels by deepening 
them or removing obstructions, in order to render navigation upon.them more safe for life and 
property ; and. that, for the same reason, Congress ‘may construct canals. around) falls in, rivers, 
an allnecessary cases. 
All this authority, inmy opinion, flows from: the power over commerce, foreign and domestic, 
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conferred! on Congress by the Constitution; and, if auxiliary considerations, or corroborative 
argument be required, they are found in two facts, viz :—1st. That improvements, such as have 
‘been mentioned, whether on the ocean or the gulf, on the lakes or the rivers, are improvements: 
which, from their nature, are such as no single State, nor any number of States, can make, or 
ought to be called on to make. All idea of States undertaking such improvements is, in my 
‘opinion, preposterous. And, in the’ second place, as all the revenues. derived from commerce 
accrue to the General Government, and none of it to the States, the charge of improving the 
“means of commerce and commercial intercourse, by such works as have been mentioned proper- 
ly devolves on the Treasury of that Government, and on that Treasury alone. 

I had intended to discuss, at length, the President's veto of the Bill for Indemnity to the suf 
ferers under French spoliations before 1800. I must omit much of ‘what L intended to say on 
that subject, but I will state the history of it in as few words as possible, so that there may be 
no mistake or misapprehension. 

On the breaking out of the French Revolution, French privateers, for whose conduct the 
Government of France was responsible, made, and continued to make, spoliations on American 
«commerce. The United States remonstrated, and sent embassy after embassy to France. ‘The 
French Government repeatedly promised indemnification. Now, the French Revolution broke’ 
‘out in 1793, and between that year and 1800, a vast amount of American property was illegally 
seized by French cruisers, for which our Government demanded indemnity. France repeatedly: 
promised compliance with these demands; but, by the treaty of 1800, France having asserted 

\ certain claims against the United States, growing out of the treaty of alliance of 1778, and the 
: American Government pressing these claims for spoliations, at the same time, the result was, 
without going into any unnecessary detail of the negotiation, an agreement between the two 
Governments, that, if France would relinquish all claim on her part to the fulfilment of the 
treaty of 1778, the United States would relinquish all claims of our citizens on France, for spo- 
liations up to that time. That was the result of the arrangement between the two Governments. 
The wars continued. Other depredations were made; and after the peace of Europe and the 
restoration of the Bourbons, and, indeed, after the accession of the present King of France, in 
1831, the United States, through the agency of Mr. Rives, in Paris, negotiated a treaty with 
France for the satisfaction of claims of American citizens. The terms were general. They 
embraced all claims, and twenty-five millions of francs,.or five millions of dollars, were appro- 
priated by the Government of France, to pay these claims, and a commission was appointed by 
the Government of the United States, to whom was left the distribution of this fund. This Com- 
mission sat at Washington. Persons brought in their claims. One man said, ‘*My ship was 
éaptured in 1801; here are my papers; my loss was $50,000.” Very well; he was paid. But 
here comes another, whose ship was captured in 99, and he says: ‘‘I have a good claim; I 
had a:ship properly documented, seized by French cruisers, condemned, and confiscated. Here 
is the register and bill of lading; my damages are $50,000.” But the Commissioners say, you 
are not to be admitted to partake in this fund, because the Government of the United States, by 
treaty of 1800, for a consideration useful and of great value to itself, relinquished to France, 
all claims, up to that time. Well, then, these claimants have come to Congress for redress, in- 
sisting, that as the Government did, in fact, apply their claims to its own use, it ought to indem- 
nify the claimants, and Congress, at the last Session, passed a bill for their indemnity. Mr. 
Polk vetoed the bill. Well, this is interference of the veto power with cases of private right. 
(Applause.) Here is no constitutional question. 

“What is Mr. Polk’s answer? I have said, and I repeat it, that the whole argument is trivial. 
It-wants the dignity of an argument. He says, for instance, “‘ you have been long before Cor 
gress; there is no more reason to pay you now than there was near half a century ago.” 
(Shouts of laughter.) In the first place, this is not true in fact; for until within less than twenty 
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years it had not been decided that the glaimants had no right to call further on France... But. 
suppose it was so. _ Suppose that these claimants, in pursudnce of a just debt, had called upon. 
Congress, from year to year, and been put off by one evasion or, another,, but had at last. suc-) 2 
eeeded in convincing Congress that the debt ought to be paid. Is it any reason for negativing 
‘the bill, to say, that there was no more reason to pay them now than twenty years ago? I has- 
ten to leave this, but will not without making one remark. There are opponents of the Adan , 
ministration who are actuated only by political dissatisfaction and political dislike ; ‘but the Ex- 
ecutive, by the veto of this bill, which deprives so many poor persons, widows, and orphans of — Bie 
their last hope, has touched the hearts of hundreds and thousands, with something much, ue 
stronger than mere political dislike. (Tremendous applause.) f 

The next great subject is the recent Tariff, which I discussed at the time it was established, 
and about which I have nothing new to say. My object is, and has been, in every thing con- 
nected with the protective policy—tke true policy of the United States—to see, that the labor of 
the country, the employment of the country, is properly provided for. Iam looking not fora . 
law, such as benefits the capitalisis—they can take care of themselves—but for a law that shall 
induce capitalists to employ their capital in such a manner, as shall occupy and employ Ameri- 
can labor. 


Tam for guch lows as shall induce capitalists not to withhold their capital from actual opera- 
tions, giving employment to thousands of hands. I look to capital, therefore, in no other view 
then as I wish it drawn out and used for the public good, and the employment of the labor of 
the country. Now on this subject I shall hand to the gentlemen of the press, a series of reso- 
lutions passed in Massachusetts, which I have not time to read, but which entirely embody my 
-own sentiments : 


‘‘Resolved, That the passage of the Tariff Bill of 1846, adopting new end vicious principles in. 
our revenue system, is a portentous experiment, threatening disturbaace and injury to the great 
interests of the country. 

“Resolved, That from the first establishment of the Federal Government, two principles have - 
been embodied in our revenue laws; the first, that, as far as practicable, all duties should be, 
specific, as most simple in collection, and most secure against fraud; the other, a discrimination 
in the rates of duty, with a view to foster and protect the industry of the country, and to invite 
capital into the establishment of manufactures.” 


These principles, directly recognised in the first act of Congress, in 1789, more fully devel- 
oped in 1816, and in subsequent acts of legislation, were fully consummated in the act of 1812; 
an act which, mo‘lerating and reducing the protective duties of the act of 1832—an act receiving 
‘the sanction of nearly the entire Democracy of the country—was prepared with more labor and 
care, it is believed, than had been bestowed on any previous revenue law. 


“Resolved, That under this system the whole country has prospered in a degree which has no. 
‘parallel in the history of nations. While the western wilderness has been giving place to culti- 
vation and civilization, the older States have been transplanting ‘and establishing the arts and 
manufactures of Europe, ‘thus converting the whole country into a scene of active industry, in 
which diversified labor, mutually exchanging its products on terms of equality, realizes a remu- 
neration and reward wholly unknown in the overpeopled countries of the Old World. 
“Resolved, That we deprecate the changes introduced by the Tariff of 1846, for the following 
“reasons : 
‘ We deprecate the change from specific to ad valorem duties, as affording increased faciliti 
for frand—as setting aside the light of all experience, and the opinions of al! commercial men. 
‘We deprecate it as a revenue measure, inasmue it redu : of five mil- 
lions of dollars on the ayerage importation of the ast three years, while our war expenditures y 
require a great increase of revenue, and are actually met by an increase of debt in the issue of 
Treasury notes. We deprecate the principles of attempting to provide for this deficiency by an 
increased importation of products, to come in competition with our own, displacing and para- ' 
lyzing to an equal extent our own industry, and eventually producing 2 great reduction in the 
wages of lakor. : re 
“ We further deprecate the principle of increasing the importation of foreign manufactures, ‘ 
always tending to excess, and to causing the exporiatinn of specie im return, the fruitful source . 
of derangement in our currency, and of embarrassment in all branches of trade and industry. 
‘We deprecate the suiden change, as wantonly sporting with the interests of capital invested 
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under the implied pledgé of Government for its continued prétection. -But we deprecate it far 
more, as wantonly sacrificing the interests of Jabor by opening upon it the foreign competition 
of the under-fed and over-worked labor of Europe, the avowed purpose of the new policy. We 
-deprecate it as the result of Executive dictation and stringent party discipline, adopted under 
, _ the,coercion ofa minority, without examination and without discussion, against the sober judg- 
ae } ajority of both Houses of Congress. f 
Thai the allegation that the protective system favors capital more than labor, is 
‘adictory to every sound principle of political economy, to all experience, and to 
S ~ Whilst capital is considered necessary to set labor in motion, it is an admitted 
_ principle that there is a uniform tendency, in capital employed in different pursuits, to an equal- 
ywation of profits through a free competition. Whilst other propositions are disputed, this is 
never contested. It is confirmed by all our experience. Every branch of manufacture which 
hhas been successful, has been subjected to occasional checks and embarrassments through over- 
action. The prosperity which has followed the establishment of the new tariff of 1842, has led 
to new construction and new expenditures in all branches of industry, beyond any former pre- 
cedent. In fact, we are told by the friends of the Administration, as if in double mockery of 
their own reasoning, and our apprehensions, that the manufacturer has more to fear from home 
competition and over-production, than from any foreign competition which can reach him wnder the 
present tariff. Itis, in fact, obvious to the most simple understanding, that the investment of 
capital in works which can only be made productive by ibe employment of many hands, is put- 
ting capital in the power of labor, rather than in a positior tacontrol it. 
meee That the assertion, so oft repeated, that the tariff of 1842 has operated as an un- 
equal tax upon the laboring classes, in the manufactures consumed by them, is wholly destitute 
of truth. Our application of manufacturing industry has always been made, in thefirst instance 
\ to those productions requiring little labor in proportion to the raw material. In these, the suc- 
cess has been greatest, and it is notorious that, in the manufacture of cotton, wool, leather, hats, 
etc., the common articles used by the laboring classes, are produced at prices which may defy all 
foreign competition. Even the cotton minimum, the object of so muc undeserved obloquy, is 
well known to be all but nominal in respect to the lower branches of the manufacture, and that 
in only actual effect was to levy a high duty on its higher branches, on what may well be termed 
uxuries. ae > \ 

“ Resolved, That while the loss of capital by this change of system is sudden and determinate, 

the effect upon labor will be a continuous wasting disease, with no remedy but the retracing our 
steps. 
P Resolved, That the high reward of labor, in all its branches, is the peculiar advantage of our 
country—is intimately connected with the general diffusion of education and intelligence, and is 
the best security for the permanence of our free institutions. The protective system acts as the 
proper guardian of this boon. 

Resolved, That while we welcome and approve the repeal of the British corn laws as a con- 
cession and benefit to the depressed labor of England, by increasing its means of subsistence, the 
Government is acting a very different part towards our own labor, in opening its products toa 
free competition with those of the underpaid laborers of Europe. 

“ Resolved, That the principles of free trade advocated by the modern economists of Europe is 
founded on a state of society essentially different from our own. It contemp!ates labor in excess, 
content with a bare subsistence, and with no hope of improving its condition. It regards only 
the profits of capital. With us labor is active in accumulation for itself; going hand in hand 
with capital, and requiring especially the shield of the protective system against foreign interfer- 
ence. 

“ Therefore resolved, That it is the duty of the Whig party, and of all friends of their country, 
to urge upon Congress the duty of revising and modifying the existing tariff, of 1846, so that it 
may furnish revenue sufficient for the wants of the Government, anid re-establishing the paboiele 
of specific duties in all practicable cases, and of discrimination in the rates of duty wit a view 
to foster and protect the industry of the country in all its branches. ars 

“ Resolved, That, whilst Massachusetts is deeply interested in the protection of her capital, and 
her labor devoted to manufacturing and the mec anic arts, it is a great mistake, propagated for 
party purposes, and received by a too easy ‘credulity, that protection is a local or party policy. 
pi esteem it a policy equally favorable to every part of the country, and to all the States of the 

nion.” ba . 


a 


Now, I will say, at once, that I am for protection, (cheers,) ample, permanent—founded on 
just principles ; and the next thing I have to say is, that, in my judgment, the principles of the 
act of 1842, are the true principles—(loud and long continued cheering)—specific duties, and not 


ad valorem assesement! (cheering) just discrimination; and, in that just discrimination, great care” 


not.to tax the raw material so high ag to be a bounty to the foreign manufacttrer and an oppres- 
gion on onr own. Discrimination and specific duties, and such duties as are full and adequate to 
the purposes of protection. These are the principles of the act of 192. (Great cheering and 
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loud epplause.) And whenever there is pres@nted to me any proposition, from any quarter, whick 
contains adequate protection, founded on those indispensable principles, I shall take it. (Thun- 
ders of applause.) My object is to obtain, the best way I can, and when I can, and as I can, fall. 
and adequate, and thorough protection to the domestic industry of the country, upon just prinei- 3 
ples. (Loud cheering.) ia Pe. eee re 
And in the next place, I have to say that, I will take no part in/any tinkerin 
law, while its vicious principles remain. And in the next place, I desire to say that, the great 
responsibility of the administration, as far as I am concerned, they shall not get rid of, by any 
tinkering, with a view to particular political interests. (Great cheering.) Allow me to say, 
frankly, ye iron men, and ye coal men of Pennsylvania, I know you are incapable of compro- 
mising in such a case ; but if yeu were, and any inducements were held out to you to make your 
iron a little softer, and your coal burn a little clearer, while you left the hand-loom weaver * * 
(Tne loud shouts of * Ho! ho!’ and vociferous cheering which here burst forth, drowned the remainder 
of the sentence.) , s] 
I understand there are seven thousand hand-loom weavers in the city and county of Philadel- 
phia ; that their wages have hitherto averaged five dollars a week; that the ad valorem duty, as 
applied to cottons, affects them very injuriously, in its tendency to reduce wages and earnings 3 
especially as the wages of a hand-ioom weaver, in Scotland, hardly exceeds one dollar and seyen- 
ty-five cents or two dollars per week. What the precise result may be, remains to beseen. The 
carpet-weavers, it is said, may find some indemnity in the reduced price of wool. If this be so, 
it only shows that the loss is shifted from the weaver to the woolgrower. Washington county 
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Fayette county, and other counties, in this State, will probably learn how this is. 

It has been estimated thatthe value of manufactures in the city and county of Philadelphia, 
scarcely falls short of the value of those at Lowell ; and their production, itis supposed, employs 
more hands here than are employed in Lowell. , 

Gentlemen, on the Tariff I have spoken so. often and so much, that I am sure no gentleman 
‘wishes me to utter the word again. There are some things, however, worth while to remember. 
Of all countries in the world England, for centuries, was the most tenacious in adhering to her 
protective principles, both in matters of commerce and manufacture. , 

She has of late years relaxed, having found that her position could afford somewhat of fi 
trade. She is skilful—she has vast machinery and vast capital—she has a dense population—a 
eheaply working, because a badly fed and badly clothed, population. She can run her career, 
therefore, in free trade. We cannot, unless willing to become badly fed and badly clothed also. 
Gentlemen, for the gymnastics, men strip themselves naked, and for this strife and competition 
jn free trade our laborers must strip themselves naked, also. (Loud cheers.) 
 Itis, after all, an insidious system, in a,country of arts, attainments, and varied pursuits of la- 


d different occupations of life. If all men in a country were merely agricultural producers, 


- free trade would be yery well. But where divers employments and pursuits'spring up.and exist 


ner, it is natural that they should succour and support one another, and defend all against 
rerou ign competition. ; at 
_ We may see, at this moment, what consequences result from the doctrines of F'ree Trade car- 
ried to extremes. Ireland is a signal example. The failure of a potato crop, half starves a po- 
ulation of eight millions. ‘The people haye no employment, enabling purchase food:~ _ 
overnment, itself, is conse absolutely obliged to furnish employment, | on works of no ~ 
t value, to keep the people from positive yet, there are en, able I admit 
Sseditta be—but theoretic men, I think them to be ;_ nguished men, nevertheless, who main- 
tain that Ireland now is no worse off than if all the great landholders, holding estates in Ireland, 
and receiving rents from the estates, and spending their incomes in England, instead of living in 
England and spending there, the money from their Irish estates, lived in Ireland.'and supported 


ops... 

What does Ireland now want? What is hercry? Employment, employment! Ana has it: 
not come even to that pass, that the Government is obliged to employ hundreds and thousands 

of the people and pay them, and put them on works of very little utility, merely to give them _ 
bread? I wish that every Irishman in the State of Pennsylvania could be here to-nige , so that 

I could ask him to remember the condition of the people of his own country, who are starving: 
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- want.of employment, and compare that condition with his own, here in Pennsylvania, 
where he has good employment, and fair wages. : * 


_ Gentlemen, this notion of free trade, which goes to cut off the employment of men on the 
' ground that it is best to buy where you can buy cheapest, is a folly in a country i ous. The 
‘ England is not analogous. What is the cry of free trade in England? Why, it is for 
in England the deficiency is in bread. Labor is limited in its reward. Itcan 
h, and we have Mr. Cobden’s authority for saying, that there is a disposition 
0 re arnings still lower. It has, therefore, a vital interest in reducing the price of food. 
“Therefore free trade in England, is but another name for cheap bread. It is not so with us. 
‘Whatwe desire for our laboring population is employment. e do not expect food to be 
cheaper in this country ; our object is to make it dear ; that is to say, our agricultural interests 
desire to raise the price of grain; and the laboring classes can stand this, if their employments 
- are protected, and the price of labor kept up. Our hope—and let all rejoice in it—is, that the 
‘price of our-agricultural productions may rise for the benefit of the farmer. Manufacturers 
‘and operators, so long as they get steady employment and good wages, can buy at any reason- 
able rate. Now, who, of all Europe, imitates England Nobody, as far as I know, except 
‘Holland and Turkey. Austria, Russia, Spain and France, hold on, to what I call the common- 
sense doctrine of protecting their own labor. 
M. Dupin, in the French Chamber of Deputies, said last year, ‘‘that the instincts of France 
were in favor of the protection of French labor.” - ( Cheers.) Our American. instincts fromthe 
* first have been very much of the same character. Whence arose all those non-importation 
“agreements, sooner the Revolutionary war, but from an instinct, or feeling that the interests 
‘of our own industrious population ought to be consulted and promoted? And I happen to have 
a very important document here, which one of your fellow-citizens caused to be copied and 
printed in a very handsome manner. It isa non-importation agreement, (loud cheers,) entered 
into in this city as early as 1765. That was. an American instinct! Here are names to be for- 
ever remembered! I perceive‘amongst them Robert Morris, the financier of the Revolution, 
Charles Thompson, the Secretary of Congress, and other illustrious names, whose representa- 
tives are still amongst us. yo ‘ses : 
Gentlemen, there is an imputation that honest men ought to resist, which is, that the protec- 
__ tive policy aids capitalists, and is meant to do so, exclusively. We hear every day of the great 


~ -eapitalists and rich corporations of New England. A word dissipates all this. A corporation 


in New England is a form of partnership. Any body enters into it that chooses. Where indi- 
viduals invest their property to build a mill, they do it in the form of a corporation, their private 
responsibility still remaining in a qualified sense, and in that way they embark in the enterprise. 
The talk about rich and exclusive corporations is idle. Ii is false. There is not one of them 
into which men of moderate means may not enter, and many such men do enter, and are inte- 
rested in them to a considerable extent. 

Gentlemen, I have already alluded to the great importance of the protective policy in this 
State and in other States, to che handicrafis: that was the original specific aim and design: of 
the policy. . . 

Bethe time of the adoption of the Constitution large manufacturing Corporations were not 
‘known. No great works existed, though sagacious and far-sceing men perceived, that the ap- 

- »plication of water power must one day greatly advance the manufacturing interests. At that 
_ day, the handicrafts, the mechanics, and artisans in the city were looked upon, as those whose 
~ labor it was desirable to protect. ' 3 

Will you pardon me, gentlemen, for recalling to the recollection of your older fellow-citizens, 
an interesting celebration which took place in thiscity, on the 4th day of July, 1788. 

On Friday, 4th of July, 1788, the citizens of Philadelphia, celebrated the declaration of In- 
‘DEPENDENCE made by the thirteen United States of America on the 4th of July, 1776, and» 

_ establishment of the Constiruri0n or frame of Government, then recently adopted 
"i tes. 


mpanies displayed their flags and banners with appropriate devices ena ‘mot- 


Esq-, on horseback, as a herald, attended by a trumpet, proclaimed a ‘‘ New 
Era.” a ate. 


‘The Hon. Peter Muhlenberg carried a blue flag with the words “17th of ie, 
ee in silver lear ree iy ge aed gies oan : 
Chief Justice McKean, and his associates, in their robes of office, were seated in al 
i an eagle, and drawn by six white,horses. The Chief j meeacpsrtad a ‘staf. 
90 top of which was the Cap of Liberty; under the cap the ‘ y Constitution,” framed 
_and-ornamented, and immediately under the Constitution. words ‘" eople,” itr 


Richard Bache, 


we SEE calowed various corps and ‘troops and associations, consuls, colledlors, jndges , and 
cathens.. F $32) my Me a 
Then came the Agricultural Society, with its flag and motto, ‘ Venerate the Plough.” 
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é If they will take my advice, should they be in want of money, I would say to them, restore 


‘ 
bibs commercial affairs must follow. 


“+ 


_ =) who have honored me, and: all of us, by attending this meeting. If the 
u 


: —who can look back with more pleasure and honest 


a y bed 
Then the Maztufacturing Society, with their spinning, and. carding machines, looms, 
Gallaudet carried the flag, the device’ on which was a Bee Hive, standing in the beams 
sun—bees issuing from the hive; the flag a blue silk; motto, “{n its rays we shall feel 
“vigor.” ; ’ * Bi 


This was followed by a carriage holding men weaving and printing. A lady 
daughters sat upon it, penciling a piece of chintz, and all:dressed in cotton of 
facture, and over them all, on a lofty staff, was a flag with this motto, “May rr 


“ERNMENT PROTECT THE’MaNnuractuRES OF AMERICA.” : : rata Zé 
The Federal ship ‘“‘Union,” followed next, and after her boat-builders, sail-makers, mer- 


chants, and others interested in commerce. é Fs; oe 
Then the other trades, cabinet and chair-makers, with a flag and motto, “By Unity we 
suprorT Society.” : h 
~ Next bricklayers, with a flag om which was a brickyard and kiln burning; hands at work ; 
and in the distance a Federal city building, with this motto,‘ Ir was uarp iw Heyes, pur THs: 
Prospect MAKES IT EASY.” : 
Then came the porters, bearing on their flag the motto, “May InpustRy nveR BE ENCOUR- 
acep.” After them various trades again, and then whip and cane-makers, with their motto, 
‘Lue us ENCOURAGE OUR OWN Manuractures.” After them still others, and amongst the last — 
the brewers, with a flag with this motto, “‘Hompm Brewep 1s Best.” ‘ 
(This statement was received with loud and-enthusiastic applause-] sui 
1 now ask you whether these sentiments and’ banners indicated that Government was to lay 
duties only for revenue, and without respect to home industry? (Cries+ef' no, no.) Do you 
“ Delieve ines of Mr. Polk, or those. e citizens of Philadelphia in 1788? (Loud shouts 
of ‘‘eighty-eight,” and lone PO gt hae ’ 
Gentlemen, | had intended to make some remarks upon the present state of the finances and 
the prospects of the public Treasury. But [ have not time to present them. ~ Hee Sia 
s1think there will -be a great deficiency, and I rather expect that the President will recommend 
a tax upon tea and coffee. Well, all I have to say is this: there. was a majority found in either 
branch of Congress sufficient to carry thespresent tariff measure—a measure which has, in m 
judgment, destroyed the best system that this country ever enjoyed—tI mean the ad 1842—_ 
whether for revenue, or protection, or public credit. (Great cheering.) ‘This, there were majo- 
rities found to destroy. _ These same majorities exist. By that act, they struck off five millions 
from the anoual inconle. They may, or may not—I will not aniifapaté-tredeive an equal 
amount under their own new tariff. “Let events decide that. If they do not; if they want 
more money ; if they must have more money, they have the same majorities, for any measures 
which they may See fit to adopt. { 


op Saige 


what you have destroyed—(eries cf “* Exactly, that’s it,” and loud cheers)—give us back that sys- & 
tem of credit—put, as'soon as you can, honorably, an end to thisawar. %: # 
. You may have increased your public debt; give usa good system to live under, naa un- 


der, and we can meet the loss. But if you mean to overwhélin us with foreign impo: eat. 
“you think you will receive—as you ‘will ipcaaag soe millions of new importations, how do you nf 
expect to meet this demand? It is true, the times favor and support the hope of getting along pa 
for some little time, under the present system. ‘The high price of iron in England keeps up the — 
ae of that article here, whilst the famine in Ireland, and the general scarcity in other parts of 

urope, augment the exportation of Amerivan produce. ~~ 

But, lonking to the ‘end, I entertain a confident opinion that the importations of the country 
will not reach such an amount as will make good the loss sustained by the destruction of the 
tariff of 1842; and if such importation should take place, and the people of the United States 
we pacclieh enough to purchase foreign commodities to that extent, what must be the con 
gues specks that our exports would not pay for our imports, and the country woul ibe 

a ; 


ed ecie. This seems to me inevitable; and derangement of the currency, | 


_ Gentlemen, I now take my leave of you and of the occasion, by returning 


BF est they have fulfilled, so far, the duty an y of the sex in co 


If the audience immediately befo 


Let fien political duties'and political differences by surrounding them with vi ly asso- 
ciations and kind feelings; and while the fathers, and the sons, through successive ati 

shall, with manly. strength, uphold the pillars of the State, may those pillars be or 
(Loud and long continued cheerin, 


